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+ THE 


PREFACGE 


HE ſmalneſs of this Treatiſe would 

hardly juſtifie the ſolemnity of a Pre- 

face, but that it might be thought too 

great 4 rudeneſs to paſs without ſome 

Ceremony upon 4. Book , which both the 

Merit and Charatter of ' the Author, and the Qua» 
lity of thoſe Approbations he has prefix'd to it , may 
juſtly ſeem to have fenced from all vulgar attempts, as 
Sacred and inviolable. It may perhaps be ſome ſatis- 
fattion to the Reader too to know, how it is come to 
paſs that a meer Expoſition of the DoEtrine of the 
Church of Rome, pretending to contain nothing but 
what | they have always arof: ed, and in their Council 
of "Trent plainly declared tobe their Dottrine ; ſhould 
nevertheleſs have become ſo conſiderable, as not only to 
be approved by many Perſons of the greateſt Emineniy 
in that Church, but even to be recommended by the 
whole body of the Clergy of France in their Aſſembly 


1682 ; and whereever it hes come, done ſo many Mt- Method. 16. 


racles, as not only common report ſpeaks, but even the 
Advertiſement it /elf prefixed to it, takes care totell 
ns that it has. 
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The Preface. 


The firſt deſign of Monſieur de Meaux's Book was 
eirhey "to [atisfie” or to ſeduce the Iate Mareſchal de 
Turenne. w far it contributed thereto I am not 
able to fay ; but am willing to believe that the change 
that honourable Perſon made of his Religion, was up- 
on ſome better grounds than the bare Expoſition, Z 
a few Articles of the Ronan Faith; and that 't 
Author ſupplied either-in his perſonal Conferences wit 
him, or by ſome other Papers to us unknown, what was 
mating to the firſt draught which we have feen of 
this. DO | PG - 
The Manuſcript Copy. which, then. appeared; and 
for about four Tears ker wt Tl B. in 
private hands with_ great applaiſe, . wanted all thoſe 
Chapters of the Euchariſt, [Tradigion,. The -Aurho-. 
rity of the Church, and . Pape; which now make wp 
the moſt conſiderable part of it; amd in the other points 
which. it. handled., \ {eemed. fa looſly aud. favourably to 
propoſe the Opinions of | the Church of Rome, that not 
only many undeſigning : Perſons of that Communion were 
offended at it, but the Proteſtants who ſaw | it, generals 
ly believed that Monfieur -de Meanx dar} a0h. pubs: 
lickly-own,: what in his Expoſition, he.privately pre- 


tended to be their Doftrine. 


And the Event ſhew'd that they were not altogether. 


wiftaken. For in the beginning of the Tear 1671 the 
Expolition being with areat. carey. and ' after the, confi: 
dexation of many 'Tears reduced inte the form in which 
we naw ſee it ;. and to ſecure all, fortified with 'the. 
Approbation of the Archbiſhop of Reims and nine other 
Biſhops, who profeſs that * Having examined it with 
all the Care which che importance of the matter 
required, they found it conformable to the Do- 
*&pine of the Church, and as ſuch recommended it 
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&:o:the People, which..God. ad 'committer} to their 
* conduct, t,was {ent to the Preſs. The impreſſion being 
fails and juſt. ready, to come abroad ;' the Author, who 
deſired to ot with all the Advantage to himſelf and 


his Cauſe that mas paſſible, ſent it to ſome of the © 


Dottors. of the. Sorbonne for . their Approbation to be 
joyn'd tothat of the Biſhops, that ſo no. Authority, or- 
dinary or extraordinary, . might be wanting to aſſert the 
Doirine. contained. in it, to be ſo far from the ſuſpti- 
cion the. Proteſtants had conceived of it, that it was 
truly-and without diſguiſe Catholick, Apoſtolick, aud 
Roman.:; ,, 

But to the great ſurpriſe of Monſieur de Meaux, 
and thoſe who had ſo much cry'd up his Treatiſe before, 
the Dottors of the Sorbonne to whom it was coms 
municated, inſtead of the Approbation that was expetted, 
confirmed what the Proteſtants had ſaid of it; and, 
as became their Faculty, marked ſeveral of the moſt con- 
frderable parts of it, whereiz the Expoſition by. the r00 
great deſire of palliating, had abſolutely perverted the 
Dorine of their Church. 

To prevent the open Scaxdal which ſuch 4 Cenſure 
might have cauſed, with preat Induſtry,. and all the Se- 
crecy poſſible, the whole Edition was ſuppreſſed, and the 
leveral places which the Doctors had. marked changed ; 
and the Copy ſo ſpeedily ſent back to the Preſs again, 
that in the end of the ſame Tear another much altered 
was publickly expoſed, as the firſt Impreſſion hat had 
at all been made of it. ] 

Tet this tould not be ſo privately carry'd, but that 
it ſoow came to 4 publick knowledge ; inſomuch that one 
of the firſt Anſwers that was made to it, charged Mon- 
lieur de Meaux with this change. I do not hear that 
he has ever yet thought fit to deny the Relation , = 
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The Preface. 
ther - in the Advertiſement prefixed to the latey Edi- 
tions of his Book , mherein yet he replies to ſome 
other paſſages of the ſame Treatiſe, or in any other Vindi- 
cation ; Whether it be that ſuch an imputation wes not 
conſiderable enou:h to be taken notice of, or that it was 
tos true to be deny'd, let the Readty judge. But certainly 
it appears to us not only to-give'a clear account of the 
Deſign and Genius of the whole Book ;, but to bra plain 
demonſtration , how improbable ſorver Monſiear de 
Meaux would repreſent it , © That it is not impoſlible 
* for a Biſhop of the Church of Rome, either not-to be 
* {ufficiently inftruQed in his Religion to know 
*what is the Dofrine of it ; or not ſufficiently fin- 
©cere, as without. diſguiſe to repreſent it. And ſince 's 
Copy of that wery Book ſo marked, as has been'ſaid, by 
the DoQtors of the_ Sorbonne 1s fallen into ry hands, 


* See the Col- T ſhall gratifie the * Readers curioſity with a" particular 
Ic&ion ar the 7/;ew Bf Jome of the Changes that have been made, that 


end of the 
Preface. 


ſo he-may judge whether of the Two were rhe Cauſe 


of thoſe great. advances, which: the Author in that 'firſt 
Edition Jad thougbt fit to make towards us. ts . 
It might _ perhaps' appear a wery ' pardonable tyrioſe- 
ty in "he? ifter She NE onkiles vie hav had of Yo 
frſt mifearriage 'of this Book at the Sorbonne , 
to enquire how it comes to paſs, that among ſa 
many other Approbations as have with great In- 
duſtry been procured to the later Editions of it, we 
ao not yet a abription of thei's tot, even 
How. Monheur de. Meaux could not certainly be $g= 
norant of what merght the C enſure of that Learned 
Faulty is with us; and that ſuch an Approbation. 
might not only have been more eaſily obtained, but would- 
alfs more c edtuajly have wipe# away the blot caſt upon 
his Book by their former refſal, than all the Letters 


aud 
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and Complements that could come from the other ſide 
the Mountains, and which France it ſelf hath taught 
us, in matters more conſiderable than this, not to have 
roo high a Value for : Nor can we ſuppoſe any thing 
elſe, than that the fear of 4 further CorreQion 
kept it from being any more ſubmitted to their Cen- 

' ſure: and that the Author would rather paſs without 
the Honour of their Approbation, than run the ha- 
aard of « ſecond Refuſal. 

But for this, becauſe we cannot ſpeak any thing cer- 
fain, we will xot purſue our Conjettures. ' Certain it 
is that whatever the jud;ement of the-Sorboane would 
now have been of it , many of the Charch of Rome 


were ſtill diſſatisfied with it. * And how improbable * Sechis ad- 
ſoever Monſieur de Meaux would have «s think what "**ement. 


one of his Anſwerers affirms, that a Papiſt ſhould 
have written againſt him; Tet not only the confeſſed 
ſincerity of Monſieur Conrart who often declared that 
he had ſeen it, but the undoubted integrity of ſome others 
whome I have been aſſured that Mp had it, in their 
ands, obliges me to joyn in the aſſertion, that Mon- 
ficur M , one' of the Roman Communion had 
finiſh'd an Anſwer toit, before any of the Proteſtants 
were publiſhed, however upon ſome cert ain Conſiderations 
it mas thought fit to ſuppreſs it. 

It will ay” x be looked «pon, that this confirma- 
tion of that Manuſcript pes deſerves as little af- 
ſexe, «s Monſieur de Meaux hes thought fit to give to 

onſieur de la B-----"s fir Aſſertion of it. And there- 
fore toſhew that it is not impoſſible, nor indeed very im- 
probable, that Papiſts ſhould write one againſs anather ; 
and that the Method of the Expoſition, how plauſible 
ſoever to deceive Proteſtants, has nevertheleſs. of- 
fenaed the ſintere and Vndeſgwing of the other Commus- 


mon ; 


vi The Preface. 
vo ; I will beg leave to produce two or three undeny- 
able Witneſſes upon ſome of the firſt and chiefe 
move of "it ; and which though not written purpoſe- 
9 + ainſt it, yet I am perſwaded, Monli eur de Mcaux 
e 


If will be ſo juſt as to confeſs, that he cannot be | 


alt ether wnconcerned in 
Fa pod his firſ# Point , The Invocation of Saints ; 1 
reat moderation of the Expolition tells us on- 
ag ook it is uſeful to ve a ro _ RR a that 
4 we ought to- do it in'the 
and in the fame Order of nh: _ with 
© which we intreat our Friends on Earth to pray for 
© us: that all che Prayers: of the Church benny 
' © they may be worded, yet muſt ſtill be underſtood to 
ch roduced 00 this forms, PRAY FOR US. 
' Now wha Monſicur 'de Meaux. here fays in 
»erdl | concerning the Invocation. of ' Saints, anviter 
kurt, 714 Printed about the ſame time at Cologne,” aud 
ET... 1:tin intituled Salutary Advertiſements of the. Bleſſed 
bwersſt Vierge Virgin, to her intifereet Adorers ; Particularly ape 
indo This plied to that Service, which \with Jo much ſuperſtitt- 
raft was ON is in the Church of Rome ts the Mat 


publiſh frſ Chrib. 

at Gand in 

Latin, by Monffer = imme dd German, Intendart af Ov fide of the thihiodt ion 
wmiwe; afterwards Tranf\ated into French, and. now ſince the firſt Edition of this Expofi- 


| tion, into Engliſh. } 


"The Book avidy whe ful of Expreſſions of Ho- 
0ur. and Reſ; GH or her ; aud ouly bloods uf 
that Worſpip which Monſieur de Meaux here 
clares in the name of the Council of Trent r9'be 
none of theirs. It was ſet abroad into rhe World 
with all the Lhonea e imaginable : -- fr the Ap» 
probation of the Biſpop of Myfia , an to the 


Archbiſhop of Coles, ; of the i *- exeral of 
the 


% - © al w '® . by 
p * +4. 4 uy 
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The Preface 


the :plate, of the —_ Gant ; of che Candy: 
and Divines of Malines;': of the Vniverſity of Lou- 
vain ; «nd Laſtly. of Monſieur the Biſhop of Tour- 
nay, who recommended it as 4 Treatiſe * full of ſo- 
F lid Piety, and very fit and to draw Peo- 
* ple outof thoſe Errours and Abules into which their 
© Superſtition had led them. 

Tet notwithſtanding all this Applauſe, if we en- 
quire what oy + this Book had with others, Father 
Craſſet the Jeſuit , who wrote parpoſely againſt it, 
* his Book Printed at Paris 1679. Licenſa 
Provincial, qu by the three Fathers of the So- 
ciety appointed to examine it, and Leftly , authorized 


vi 


« by the *Sechis Book 
entiruled Ls 
veritable dev. 
tion envers ls 


by the King's Permiſſion, tells us, F © That for fear StViver ge, 


* of giving Scandal' to Hereticks, he had ns rw 


* very great one tO {( thoſe he catls') 
< That the Learned Men of all Nations had writ- 
5 ten againſt him; that the Holy See had con- 
£ demn'd him ; Spa/m had baniſh'Fhim out of its 
* Dominions, and forbid te Read or Print his Book, 
* as containing Propoſitions ſuſpetted of Errour 
fand —_ , that abuſed the Holy: Scripture, 
*andim upon Catholicks, -by taking them off 
©from the Piety and Devotiondue to the Mother of 
© God ; In a word, from the general Invocation of 
* Saints and Worſhip of Images. 

I ſhall not need to ſay how far the Fathers Zyal 
carries him in' the pn it ſelf: It is evident 


that what Monſieur de Meaux 7ells us, is only Uſe- 


Priface 


ful, the Jeſuit declares to be © abſolutely Neceſla- p,y, ,r, 6:. 


*ry: That weare indiſpenſfably obliged to pray to 


* her: 'That it. is the intention of God, that we 


*ſhould obtain both Grace and Glory by . her ; 
That all Men ſhould be faved by the Merits 
B 2 


© of 


vi 
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© of the Son, and' the Intercefſion'of the Mother, 
© and that foraſmuch therefore as God has refolved 


| ©* nos to give any Grace but what paſſes through the 


© Hands -of Mary; as we cannot be ſaved without 
© Grace, ſo it muſt: be confefſed\ that we cannot be 
© faved without her. This « I preſume ſomewhat more 
than what Monſieur de Meaux expounds to us; and I 


fall leave it to any one to judge whether this Father 


and his Approvers who hxve ſhew'd themſelves ſo zeal» 
ous againſt the Author of the Bleſſed Virgins Salutary 
Advertiſements, could have been very well pleaſedwith 


Monſieur de: Meaux's' Expoſition. 


' The next Point which the Expeſition advances, is 
concerning The Worſhip of Images. Monſieur de 


See the Col- Meaux in the Edition ſuppreſſed, affirmed, © That the 
letion x the © Church of ' Rom does not ſo much honour the 


end of the 
Preface. 7. 
VI, 


©Image of the Apoſtleor'Martyr, as the Apoſtle. or 
* Martyr in preſence of the Image. Axd thoughthe 
© Cenſure paſſed Won this new fancy, obliged him to = 
© alittle more plarnly, yet is it only thus, even nows That 
* when the Charch pays an: Honour tothe Image of 
© an Apoſtle or Martyr, her intention isnot ſo much 
*to honour the Image, as to honour the Apoſtle or 
* Martyr in preſence of the Image. | 

Concerning which the. Reader may pleaſe to ob- 
ſerve, that Cardinal Capiſucchi ove of the' Approvers 
of Monfieur de Meaux's Expoſition , has lately. ſet 


' forth a Volume of Controverſies 'at Rome, with all 


the moſt | ſolemn Permiſſions and Approbations that can 
be deſired,” in which he formally contraditts the De- 
#rine of the ſame Expoſition in this Point ; and 


Art.8. p.647fconcludes, © That the Church in 'the Councils. of 


* Niceand Trent forbids only ſuch a Divine Ho- 
* nour to Ingages as 1s Idolatrous, z. e. lays be, 
| | | which 


- 


* which is pe to Images in- and for. themſelves ; 
©xnd by which the. Image is worſhipped, as if ſome 
© God'or Divinity were contained-in it. But for that 
© Divine Worſhip which is paid to the Images of the 
© Hol nome rep our _ _ and the Holy 
© Crofs, upon the account. of the things 'repreſented 
© by ha aca as they are in that reſpe&t-one and 
* the ſame with the thing which they repreſent, and 
$ aſcribes not any Divinity. tothe. Images, there ne- 
© ver was, nor can be any diſpute of it. 

Monſieur de: Meaux may pleafe.to conſider whether 
this be not ſufficiently contrary tothe. DafFrine Expound- 
ed by Him; and' how we are to reconcile the Cantro- 
verſies of the Cardinal Capiſucchi, with the Letter 


aud *Approbation of the * Maſter of the Sacred Palace. *So he was 


Is the mean time I will beg leave to- add one inſtance 


more, that is wigher home,” and. think fall at this time fr ds Meauz, 


depending ; and which the particular. interefþ Monlieur 
de Meaux has, more ways than one; hall in it ; will I ſup- 
poſe undoubtedly ſatisfie him, that notwithſlanding the 
Aſſembly of the Coon have recommended {0 much 
both his Book and his Method, all nevertheleſs at this 
day are not very well ſatisfied, even in France it. ſelf, 
either with the one or other: 1 » \ | 


- -» © Monſieur + imbert Prieſt and DoFor of Divinity + The whole 
©; the' Provinte of Bourdeaux was not long fince accus'd, o_ -———_ . 
©: hat upon Good Fryday before. he proceeded (to the Fattum which 


* ſolemn ſervice of that day; which conſiſts chiefly ini the 
© Adoration of the Croſs ; He turned to the People, 
© and taking occaſion from the raſbneſs of ſome of the Fa- 
*thers of the Miſhon whoms. he had with grief heard 
* maintain, Fhat the Croſs was to be adored after 
© the very ſame manner as Jeſus Chriſt in the Sa- 


«crament of the Euchariſt ; profeſsd to them. that 
| * he 


a 
wu 
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© he could uot enter on the ſerice of that day. with- 
© out declaring truly'to them mhat' the ' real | Dottrine 
* of "rhe: Church: as to this » pris" was: Thut "the 
© Church defiened not that we ſhould adore the Crof: 
'© which. we ſet, but that we ſhon/d4 adore Jeſus Chrifi 
whom; we. do not - ſee. \ That there - was 4 great 
* difference between the Croſs and the Holy | Sacra- 
© ment; That in this our Saviour Chrift was really pre- 
© (ent; whereas that was only ſimple figure or repreſen> 
* tation of him. © © | 
. This was his dctuſation,. and he confeſſes that his 

© Optics. wer, That \ rhe Church adored not the Croſs, 
and. that. the: contrary Opinion. nas not. only\ falle 
< bas Tdolatrous, ''Fhat mot only the | Proteſtants 
© made ' their. advantage of thoſe who maint gin'd 
* {auch Errours,," but that be himſelf was. ſcandali- 
6-zex to \icomverſe  #4ery:. day- with the  Miſſonaries 
* and others; "whone' her had. openly heard preach-« hun- 
4 drrd tires,” * That wwe ought t0 adore - the» Croſs 
* with Jeſus Chriſt,.as the Humane nature-of our 
© Saviour with-the Divine. | | 


© Bring: accuſed for this, be - defended bimſelf mith 


cat the. frength of Argument that be was able ;. yer 
© being till arcounted « Heretich. for it y (he finally a{- 
© ledpedin his defence, © "That the Expolition of Mox- 
* * flear de Meanxdefended thevery lame ; that he went 
< upon his principles;»whaſe Boak was approved: by 
* the Pope and ſeveral Cardinals- in Jray , by the 
< Biſhops' and. Clergy of Fraze, and , others of the 
© oreateſt note in the Churclof Rome. 

© Nevertheleſs he was ſuſpended in 4 manner gries 
«© vous and extraordinary; Fle wrote to Monſieur de 
© Meaux himſelf about it, who preſently ſent to the Arch- 
© biſhop of Bourdeaux in his behalf : He addreſſed him- 


ſal 
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{elf beſides to many other the moſt conſider able Perſons 
Nas he Kine #0 Monſieur the Chancellor , i0 
* Monſieur de Chatteau-neuf; ro the Intendant of the 
* Province, only that he might have juſtice in @ cauſe, 
* which according tro Monſieur de Meaux's princi 

« was certainly* very. favourable ; But I da-#ot hear 
that he has yet had any other Effet of elfbis ſupplicati- 
ons , and the intereſt of thoſe Howourable perſons 
in his behalf, than thus they ftill draw more and ſcverer 
menutes from his Judges,. and threats either of perpe- 
On: Impriſonment , or cven death it: {elf for his 

Ate... . 

After this clear comviition I may reaſonably hope 
it will appexr no improbable -matter to. Monſieur de 
Meaux himſelf, either that one Papiſ® ſhould have 
written. againſt. his Book, or. that many others ſbould 
have. expreſſed themſelves tobe of a mind very different 
from the principles and opinions of it. Had it pleaſed 
him to have gratified. the World with the is of Car- 

inal Buillon's avd Monſieur I' Abbe de Dangeau's 
Letiprs to;Cardinal Bona and Cardinal Chigh, & well 
4s. of their anſwers to them, they would perhaps have 
ſbewn., that. not . only the Proteſtants f gra ſuch 
poſitions of his own party to his Book, but that 
Monſieur de Meaux him/e/f was not altogether unſen> 


{ble 
03. 


of it. 
Ns [coner:: was the. firſt, elfox of the Expofiti- See the 4d- 
a es permit ts pe ahi ful. hut nr 


was permitted to paſs. abroad. fineſt, 
preſently a Copy mas nab zo Rome, e574 Jeli 
and commendations to prepare the way for its reception 


in that Court ;. and provide ; ped thoſe faults which (© Cardmal 
IH 


ſome it. ſeems accuſed it of, 


Contradi&o! 4, Bona's Lettes : 
the T7 rs which je oor: 


| | ae che alcwti 
lo Accuſan dr qualche mancamtnto, And a Ligle after, Ne mi marauigtic che gli babbins 
trovato 4 dire, perche tatte le Opere grande, =__ Sermoutane Þ Ordinaria (anpre hannc.Con- 


Sradittors. Anſwer to Cardinal Buion. 


oppoſed 
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oſed it at home, ſhould think fit topurſue it thither- 

"L is not to be 6 Jeon that 2A the dignity of 

the Cardinal who ſent. the Book, or of him to whom it 

was addreſs d, would have permitted them in ſuch a man- 

wer totake notice of the faults and the Contradictors 

which ' their. Letters ſpeak of , had they wot been both 

things; \and" Perſons. worthy their conſideration. - But 

| much leſs would Monſicur  Abbede Dangeau have 
See the tne. ſed his» intereſt with Cardinal Chigi ro gain the. 
dinal Chigiro favonr of the Maſter of the Sacred. Palace, aud. of 


w "ms . the ngregationade/ Indice, . if any one-had or ſhould 
[ Parlsi a {peak againſt it, had there been no cauſe to apprehend 
Fair Miele rhat any once would attempt either. I 


& al Secrttaris-dells congregations dell Indice, e connobbi Viramente che won 1 tra Nate. chi 
haveſſe & queſti padri parlato in gisfevore del medeſimo. | 


What other particular perſons were employ'd upon” the 

like Offites, is # ſetret too cloſe for us to be able. to pene- 
Se Avercite. 7486s Od, the Advertiſement it ſelf gives us cauſe 
— believe thu rreat intereſt was made evenby the French 
Ambaſſador himſelf to his Holineſs about it ; and that 
the 16 Los 'we ſte ſet out with ſo much Induſtry 
both in the Oripinals and their Tranſlation, and the 
long Hiſtory of them'in the Advertiſement , were the' 
fot, of a labour and intereff ,” great us the long 
term of eight years that were ſpent inthe procuring of 
- bees | . IL. 


fieur de" & has [0 fully examintl every one of theſe 


Approbations," and ſo plainly ſhew'd how [mill atcount 
on be made of ok 1 yay av ere that in 
four years that it has been publiſt'd, any one hes undertaken 
to reply to'it. TI will therefore only add in gentral a re- 
mark or two that may ſerve to inform thoſe of our awn 
Conntry who are unacquainted with ſuch intrigues, what 
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have «kh And for France, a Perſon very ly 
both {a liigrek, wbhbirown Wore Wok voy 
rhe Procureur' General 5 \ the - Parliqnent 

tlecrly! revealed, phe ny fvvy Ab i bes 
yo erp cope #6 the World, thi advartave 
of fo and dl a is horny" re ales 


- Book hich. he Hales News in qe cr Fre _ 


- Was to. ſet" up the Authority of the 
abr DeeForw IN, 4 be” 
b15- Book\*were py nn 4 
Mer i te Pr Ofeorans Per 
| y 


Ten ar Twelve Wars th wich 4 ſave changes to fill up 
he that the A 
== ts op 


to 


ified. 05g that. his Rook con- 
ved - "ol P rigeiples than mbat mere ound 1 
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RV: 

After. thiggrpeval otrp ode of CORE the Ap- 
probutions of the C Rome; og 4 
both". my ſelf "and Reaaer wr pers of Z 
/ eperal Letters before the Expoſition ,*.tho 

e they Tie open To exceptions ; 

f "his HolineſS's Brigf x which Monſi 
ſo-mnuch triumphs in, it hor be. ami 
that the lalt Pope, :# pr: timg *the 
came firſt to Rome mth err Recommendlatt. \ Jet 
neyer gave ,any Approbation to, it nd * / 24% 
preſent Pope. did is © upd” oocafion.of +. a ſub-t Ee. 


© miſlive. Letter of the Auchars to him , and CO 
* rhe-reports that he had-heard of the \great * Con- frejmdrepeſ 

©verfions that were every,. where 55 VR; 244-8 
fn Juch uch an Approbation would be likely to add # new cimeroas Pape 
farce, - lain is the intrigy and tefign of this, | tre 
that - oy t Popes ife , 4s great Cons 1618. dont il 
ſiderdtion ," as the Papiſts "hemſals them to be regent "Bi 


por un 


of. little: vale, yet this could not be regarded by us, i a ſe Sites 
45 any other than a meer; Artifice-ta decewe us, not 4 4 4 Jar. 
lincere,, . much, Fr Authoritative -Apptobativh ep her 12; 
-<ro "Nature TO of* Monlie ur de. Meaux] 5 Brief ie 


ſelf, Devoti- 


Book... my | | onm interim 


atque Obſtr- 
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But whatever the Ofiniow either of the Pope or 
Papifts hes been of this "Expoſitioh , tertaips it is 
the: Proteſtants have openty enongh jy: oor their 
thoughts concerning, it ; and ey Expoſition ns. 


r 4 frft Edj- 
u2d another Au- 
"I fpare , eS he 
47 it, wrote {rd 
aſs, that the Pupifts Phew _ 
yas an ill Clule defecded 
—MohfReuy" | "Tyres! wot lang before that 4 
hap &ne EIS ife; maile-great 'boafts F 
ly CHA" ils 


5 i opts of ou oh 4 
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\- The Preface: 
: What athtr i Anſwers beſides thoſe 4 hxue.now wen- 


tioned heve' beew made 40 it, 1 cannot wundertihe to 
ay; Two others. only that - 1 now of have been pub- 
liſb'd ; the Author of the latter of which Monſieur de 
Brueys- having in a very little time after his writing. 
left his Religion , might have: made- a hew inftance of 
Monſicur:de Mcaux's 'Conggefts,. did'r1t this ipabils- 
argwnicnts of tinſt the Expoſition, 


fee #5 cauſe to believe, that ſome other Motives than 


thoſe of that Book induced nm [o lightly to forſake 


Py wa , which he had /o. y pd. gencroufly de- 
f 4nd now 'after ſo many, Anſwers: yet wnreplied. to, 
#f any one deſires to know what the: deſign of the pre« 
ent undertaking is, they' may pleaſe to nnderftand, 
that having. by 4 long Converſe: among the Papiſts 
of our 0wn and others Countrier perceived that either 
4 the. ignorance or malice of their" Inſflxuttors., they 


have generally very falſe; and i et. Notions of 


between ws, 


our Opinions in the maiters.1 
'#0 parſue the 


I-have ſaffered my. ſelf 10 be: perſwalled 
Method of Monſieur de Meaux's:Zxpoſyign as ta the 


Dodtrige of the-Church of England; atd. oppoſe ſin- 


cerely 16 what he pretends is the Opinion of the Roman 


Charch, that. form of Faith that is ooualy profeſs'd: 
On: 


and taught without any diſguiſe or d 


JINONg us. \ =-M4a.q | TRE 
_ T was wot wnwilling totake the. Method .of Monſieur 


. - 


de Meaux for my direttion, as well upox the account of 


the great Repet ation both of the-Bobk and of the Amthor,. 
4h becauſe it .is now ſome years that it has-'\paſs 4. 


in our Language without any anſwer that +4 nay þ 
of 


made t0-47. Beſides ,, that the late.wew Improfon 
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The Preface. © 


A with all the advantages of the” Advertiſement 
tions 5 Aichi 


lates French "Rditions- | 
bd 10 rome hunyhaly to require ſome ſuch 
Con pu Tin 


| do not pretend "by uny thing of this #0 treat- 
Manfieur- Mens i an Enemy | Fats As 
bath his great Learning, | and that Charatfer which 
1 have ever learnt 'yery hight to reverence,” oblige 
me, to follow him as my Guide. To render is 
account to. him and to the-W, _ _ our differen- 
ces are, and "point out in paſſing ſome of thoſe 
reaſons that are the moſt uſuily given amone ft us, 
_— we canmot totally" aſſent to what © he pro- 
oſes. 
: I am perſmaded the whole is done with that Cha- 
rity 4:4 Moderation , that there. is nothing in it that 


£47 js offend the moſt zealous Enemy of our Church. 


of any thing in it that without diſſem- 
age the Truth he ave been omitted, 1 ng" 
oro 1 would. mo 


by have done it, bei 7, Tan 


[an to pleaſe ol, neo if it be the will of God, 
7 Berk Sfechiry bows 1 finkoew'to ſet my 
# e chiefly have »'to ſet my Name 
to its left perhaps any prejudice, againſt my perſon ; 
might chance to injure the Excellence of the C auſe which 
1 maint ain. 

This : 5 at leaſt, if no other, 1 woold willingly 
hope ſuch a Treats © my have » os thoſe of our Coun- 
try that have been taught to believe ver _—_ 
ly comcerning us ; That 7a would pleaſe no |, 
to form ſach horrible Ideas of o»r Profeſſion as t 
have heretofore been wont to' do; at leaſt till it cay 7 
fſbewn that 1 have cither palliated or prevaricated. the 


Doftrine 


"id 


The Preface. 

Do&rine of the Church of Exgland in this Expo- 
fition. Which I am yet fo aſſured I have. not done, 
that I here intirely ſubmit both wy ſelf and it to 
her Cenſar , of whoſe Communion I. eſteem it my 
greateſt HA that by an, and for whoſe Preſer- 
vation and Enlargement I ſhall newer ceaſe, 45 I onzht, 
to pray. 
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A Colleion of ſome of thoſe Paſſages 

© that were correfted in the firſt Edition of the 

E X POSI TION ſuppreſſed by Monſieur 

yy de Meaux : To which is added, the ( enſure of 

| the Faculty of Louvain, upon ſome part of the 
Doftrme ſtillremaming im it. 


& L . 
Onſieur de Meaux in the very v_ of his 
Book ſpeaking of the deſign of it, had theſe 
ords : 
1. Fd. 


« So that it ſeems then to be very proper to pro- 
« poſe to them ( the Proteſtants ) the Doftrine 
&« of the Catholick Church , ſeparating thoſe 
© Queſtions which the Church bas decided , from 
&© thoſe which do not belong to Faith. p. 1. - 


$ It is evident, the. meaning of Monſieur de Meanx 
in that paſſage muſt have been this; That whatr- 
ſoever was either not at all contained in his Expo- 
ſition, or was otherwiſe maintain'd by any particu- 
u lar: Authors, beyond the” Expoſition he gives us of 
thoſe points which are here mentioned, was.not to 
belook'd upon by us, as any of the Church's Deciſion, 
nor zeceſſary to be received by us as matter of Faith. 

I ſhall hot need to ſay how many DoEtrines and 
Deciſions, not only of private Writers, but of the ve- 
ry . Council of Trent it ſelf, this would hayeat once 
cut of. . It would perhaps have _ one of the _— 

, c 


- Et. 
——_— 


A A Colleflion of FE of thoſe Paſſes 
that were correfted in the firſt Edition of the 
_ EXPOSITION ſup preſſed by Monſieur 
de Meaux : To which is added, the (enſure of 
the Faculty of Louvain, upon ſome part of the 
Dofrme ſtillremaming im it. 


& T 
Onſficur de Meaux 1n the very beginning of his 
Book ſpeaking of the deſign of it, had theſe 
Words: 
1. Edit. 


« So that it ſeems then to be very proper to pro- 
« poſe to them ( the Proteſtants) the Dodtrine 
ys 4 the Catholick Church , ſeparating thoſe 
jons which the Church bas decided , from 

py Wor e which do not belong to Faith. p. 1. 


It is evident, the meaning of Monſieur de Meaux 
in that paſſage muſt have been this; That what- 
ſoever was either not at all contained in his Expo- 
ſition, or was otherwiſe maintain'd by any particu- 
lar: Authors, beyond the” Expoſition he gives us of 
thoſe points which are here mentioned, was not to 
be look'd upon by us, as any of the Church's Degs 
nor neceſſary to be received by us as matter of Faikþ. 

I ſhall hot need to ſay how-many Do&trines and 
Deciſions, not only of private Writers, but of the ve- 
ry Council of Trent it Jelf, this would have at once 
cut off. . It would perhaps have hous one of the fair- 


eſt 
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oft Advances towards an Union, that ever the Church 
of Raye yet offered. But it ſeems whatever Moxfieur 


dr" Mfehx fuppoled, this wasthought too great a con- 
deice by others : and he was therefore obliged, 
without changing any thing in his Book,” to give us 
a quite other account of the deſign of it. 


| . Later Editions. 

*« So that it ſeersthen we.can do nothing bet- 
«ter, than ſimply to propoſe to them ( the 
& Proteſtants ) the ſentiments of the- Catholick 
« Cifurch, and diſtinguiſh them from _ thoſe 
Opinions that have been fatfely imputed*rh her. 
"Which is but little tothe Purpoſe. = 


IS. -: | 
" 1. Edit; p78. « The ſame Church teaches, 


«©'That all wits Worſhip ought to: termi- 
© rare upon God, as its neceſfar nd. So that 
* zhe Honour which. the Church gives to the 
« Bleſſed Virgin and tothe Saints is religions, 
.< only becauſe.it gives them that Honour with 


« relation to God,and forthe love of hini. - 


« $5 thar then, Þ far ought one to'be from 
© baming the Honour which we give © the 
©Szinrs, as. ottr\ Adverfaries do, becauſe ir is. 


i Re;87ons, that on the-contrary i ovght Fo be 
TROP 4 is were not Religions. We 0p 
There'can be nothing more plain than that Mon- 
= & Miaax's Opinion, When te wrote this, was, 
hat the Hoyour whith rhe Church of Rome pays to 


rhe Bleſſed" Virgin and Saints departed is a Religi- 


08S 


altered by Monſieur de MEaux. 
aus Honour ; nay wotid deſerve to he blamed if it were 
uot Religious. | 


This was by. others thought a little too ingenu- 
ous, and what would give too great an advantage 
to our objections againit :it. And therefore. inſtead 
of that free and honelt Conteſſhon, 'That the Church 
of Rome gives religious Honour to the Bleſſed Virgin 
and Saints departed , he now puts a doubt that in- 
liguates the direCt contrary, 


« The ſame Church teaches us , that all re- 

« ligious Worſhip ought to terminate in God 

« a5 its neceflary End ; and if the Honour which 

« the rendreth to the BI Virgin and/ to 

« the Saints, in ſome ſenſe be called 

k ---r cy it 1s. for its neceſſary relation to 
G | 


So that really then the Honour, they give their 
Saints in Monfieur de Meaux's opinion, is Religions, 
but tis not fit that we ſhould know it. 


III. 


. Monſieur Daille ſome years ſince wrotea Volume 
'of the Tradition of the Primitive Church, concerning 
the Objet# of Religions Worſhip ; i which he clearly 
-ſhews that the Ark 300-years. knew nothing of the 
Invocation of Saints, the Worſhip of Images, Croſſes, 
and Reliques; of the Adoration of the Hoſt, &c. Mow- 
fieur de Meaux in his firſt Expoſition granted the 
whole, in theſe words ſince ftruck our, 


&« For : Daille, ſays he, he thinks fit to 
« confine himſelf to the firſt three Centuries, in 
D 3 * which 


XXj1 
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&« which 5 5s certain thatthe Church more ex- 
« erciſed in ſuffering than in writing, has left 
&« many things to be cleared af:erwards tothin its 
«© Do:trizte and is its Prattice. 1 Edit. p. 9. 


Now it being evident, notwithſtanding this new 
thought, that #he ſufferings of the firlt 300 years have 
not-hindred, but that we have very large accounts of 
its Dotrine and Practice from the M/r:tings of thoſe 
Fathers who lived in them; Toconfeſs that it is cer- 
£42, that the Tradition of the Church of Rome fails in 
many things both in Dofrine and  Prattice for the firſt 
3oo years, is doubtleſs as fair a yielding up the Cauſe, 
as tothe matter of Tradition, as we could deſire ; and 
therefore however known by Monſreur de Meaux to be 
moſt certainly true, was yet thought tog much by others 
to be confeſſed tothe World, by a. perſon of {o' great 
Learning and Eminence in their Church. 


-I'V. 


As to the point of the Javocation of Saints, Mon- 
fieur de Meauxſtill ſhews us that he knows not what 
account to give of the grounds of it. He propoſes ſeve- 
ral ways how the Saints may poſſibly know our Pray- 
ers; but cannot well tell us by which it is they do ſo. 

But in the firſt Edition he ſhew'd yet more doubt : 
Not only which-way the Saints hear them, but whether 
they hear them at all or: no: Not only, whether they 
Joyn with them in. their Prayers, as they deſire them to 
do, but whether it is not rather by ſome other means, 
yet more unknown to them, and not by their Interceſſion, 

that they receive the benefit of them. 


*.'The Church, fays he , contents her ſelf to 
« teach with all Antiquity , theſe prayers P 


altered: by Monſieur de M & a u x. 
&© be very profitable to fuch who make them ; 
« Whether it be the Saints know them by the 
« Miniſtry and Communication of Angels, who 
«according totheTeſtimony of Sctipture know 
* what paſſes amongſt us; being eſtabliſhed by 


« God's order aSadmuailtringSpirits to co-operate 


«with us in the work of our falvation : Whe- 
&« ther it be that God makes known to them our 
« delires: by a particular revelation : Or wherher 
<*« ;t be that he diſcovers the ſecret to them in his 
« Divine Eſſence in which all truth is compriz'd. 


« And that in the manner, and according to the 
«© meaſure which he pleaſes; or whether laſtly 
© by ſome other way yet more impene:rable and 
& more unknown he cauſes us to receive the Fruit 
&« of thoſe Prayers which we addreſs to theſe bleſſed 
« Souls. 1 Ed. Pp. 23. 


So that in effeft, whether the Saints hear us or na, 
whether they joyn wit b us in our requeſts or no, according 
to Monfieur de Meaux's Expoſition,ther Church knows 
not; which is ſure a ſufficient prejudiceagainf their 
Invocation ; and was, it ſeems, thought ſo by choſe 
who therefore cauſed all the latter part of this para- 
graph to be {track out, for fear of the advantage we 
might reaſonably make of it. 


V. 


But if Monſcewr de Meanx in his firlt Expoſition 
freely confeſs'd how uncertain the grounds of this 
Invocation were, he no leſs freely left it to our choice 
whether we would practiſe it or not.. He aſkured 
us there was no manner of ol ligation at all upon us - to 
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do + And that the Chnirch would nor rondemnus if we 


did it not ided we 4.33 not wy contempt, 
or with a Spirit of diſſenſion and Revele. 


« Furthermore, ſays he, there 'is nothing fo 
« unjuſt as ro acouſe the Church of placing - | 
"© herpiety in theſe devotions tothe Saints ; 1 
* on the contrary ſhe lays noobligation at- + af 4 
"  Wogy perticuler perſon; to jojnin this Praftice. © 


*« By which it appears clearly that the Church 

I only ore wh who refuſe it out of con- 
us ſts 4 xz Spirit of di enfion and revel: 
- T p $3» 3+ * 


This was Monſiesr de Mexux's firſt Expoſition of the 
DoIHrine of the Catholick Church in this point : But 


ſuch as his CorreFors it ſeems would not adthit of : 
Who therefore obliged him wholly to ftrike out that 
Paſſage, 


'4©'That the Church impoſes no obligation: at 


«all upon particular perſons to praQtiſe this 
*'Invocation: 


And inſtead of — only thoſe that re- 


fuſe it out of contempt, ora Spirit of diſſenſion and re- 
volt, which had ae us wholly from Corn Anathes- 


ma, to expound i it now more ſeverely. 


* That ſhe condemns thoſe who - refiiſe 'this 
* practice whether out of dijreſpetk or Error. 


"Which will be ſure to bring us under it, 


< altered by Monſieur de Maus. "XVI 
Fj AP 


In the Article of Images Monficur de Meaux having 
firſt laid down this foundation, y 


«© That: the Church of Rome does notattribute 
©* to them any other vertue than that of exciting 
&© in us the remembrance of thoſe whom they 
« repreſent ; 


added in his firſt Expoſition which. was ſuppreſled, 


&?Tis in this conſiſts the uſe and advantage of 
* Images. x Edit. p. 25. 


And to-afſure us yet further how littke Honour 


Y they had for them, concluded thus, 


« So that to ſpeak properly, and according to 
* the Eccleſiaſtical St —__- do not fo =—_ 
* honour the Image of an Apoſtle or Martyr, 
© as we do boxoar the Apoſtle or Martyr in pre- 
« {enceof the Image. 'z Edit. p. w 4 


Now though we do not doubt but that this is the 
eeatopinion of Monftear de Mraux, and: all which 
he: hunſelf does, yer to fay that theCharch of Rome 
does neither require, nor prefife, nor intend any 
more, . was to preſume too much upon our Igno- 
rance; and in to give too great a ſcandal to 
many of his own Communion, more zealous than 
himſelf for this ſervice : And therefore we find it 
mow expounded in a manner more conformable to the 
truth, though {till exceedingly mollified, ag 

pl 15 


XX V1il 


A Colleftion of Paſſages 


&« Tis upon this is founded the Honour which 
&« we give toImages: and again; 


© When we honour the Image of an Apoſtle 
« or Martyr, our Intention is not ſo much to 
* honour the Image ,. as the Apoſtle or Mar- 


Cyr in preſence'of the Image, 


V II. 


In the SeQion of Juſtification Monſieur de Meaux 4 
has omitted this whole paragrapa lince his firſt Edi= | 


tion: 


& The Catholick Church, fays he, is no where 
« more invincible than in this point, and per- 
« haps it would need no long diſcourſe to ſhew, 


-. * that the more ne ſearches by the Scriptures 
& into the deſign of the ranma” 5 of Man- 
oly, 


& kind, which was to make us the more 
« one ſhall approach to our Doftrine, and the 
©« more depart from the opinions of Calvin, 
«© which are not maintainable, nay are contra- 
& diftory and ruinous of all true and ſolid piety. 
«x Ed. p. 36, 37- 


Monſieur de Meaux roay pleaſe ſome other time to 
expound to us, what thoſe Opinions of Calvin.in this 
matter are which the Church of Rome is ſo invinci- 
ble in, and which all parties among them will agree 
to be ſo contraditory, and ruinous to all true and 
ſolid piety, as he then aid. | | 


In 


> +» W 


altered by Monſieur de M x au x. 


In the mean time we will only beg leave to obſerve 
on occaſion of this CorreCtion, that perhaps there 
are ſome in the Church of Rome of Mr. Calvin's 
mind in the worſt of thoſe Principles Monſieur de 
Meaux refers to, and to aſſure him that there are ſe- 
veral Proteſtants in the World that are not ; though 
they dare not therefore ſeverely cenſure the Opini- 
ons of thoſe that are. 


VIIL 


Monſieur de Meaux having in a very few words 
explained the Doctrine of Juſtification, upon which 
the Council of 7rext is ſo long and perplex'd, aſſured 
us in his firſt Expofition, That that was enough for any 
Man to know to make him a through Chriftian. 


* Thus have you ſeen what is moſt neceſſary in 
* the Doqrrine of Juſtification ; and our Adver- 
* aries would be extraordinarily contentious 
* not to confeſs, that there is no need to know any 
* more, to be a ſolid Chriſtian. 1 Ed. p. 47. 


This' would have been of great advantage to us, and 
have freed\us from the Anathema's of many other 
Particulars, of which we more doubt, than of any 
thing Monſieur de Meaux has expounded of it ; but 
this others thought too great a Conceſlion ; and the 
Biſhop therefore, without changing any thing in his 
Premiſes, was forced to draw a very ditferent Conclu- 
fron from them. 


« Thus have you ſeen what is moſt neceſfary-in 
*the Doctrine of Juſtification, and our Adver- 
E * ſaries 
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« faries would be very unreaſonable -if they 
« ſhould not confeſs, that this Doftrine ſuffices to 
* teachChriſtians, that they ought to reter all the 
* Glory of their Salvation to God through Jeſws 
« Chriſt. 


I X. 


In the Article of Satisfaction, Monſieur Je Meaux 
ſpeaking of the Temporal and Eternal Puniſhment 
of Sin, and how the one may be retain'd when the 
other is forgiven, had this Paragraphin the firſt Edi- 
tion, ſince ſtruck out. 


* The Church has alway acknowledged theſe 
< two different manners of applying the Re- 
* miſſion of Sins, which we have propoſed ; 
&* becauſe ſhe ſaw that in the Scriptures, beſides 
* the frf# Pardon, and which ought to' be the 
« only, if Men were not ungratetul, and which 
« is. pronounced in the terms of a pure Remiſſion, 
© there is another Abſolution, and another Grace, 
* that is "propoſed in form of a Judgment , 
* where the Church ought not only to /ooſe and 
« remzt, but alſo to bind aud retain. 1 Edit. 


* P. 54s 55: 


The Cenſure paſs'd upon this , were enough to 
make one ſuſpect, that either Monſieur Je Meaxx, 
or his Correfors, were ſenſible upon further Conſide- 
ration, that they could not ſo eaſily find out theſe two 
forms, ſo diſtinguiſh'd in Holy Scripture, or prove that 
the Church bad, always acknowledged them ; and there- 
fore judged it ſafer not to undertake it. 


X. 


altered by Monſieur de M = a u x.* XXX1- 
X. 


In the Article of Confirmation , ſpeaking of the 
Impoſfition of hands, Monſieur de Meaux infinuated 
in his fr/# Expoſition, that it had always been accompa- 
nied with the uſe of Chriſm ever fince the Apoſtles. 


*' Thus, ſays he, all Chriſtian Churches ſince the 
* Apoſtles times have religiouſly retained this 
* Practice, accompanying it, (the Impoſition of 
* Hands ) with holy Chriſm. 1 E4. p. 65. 


This was too clearly falſe to be ſuffer'd to paſs, and 
therefore it is now more looſe, ſo as to admit of an 
Equivecation, and yet ſeem to fay ſtill the ſame thing. 


*' Thus all Chriſtian Churches ſince the Apo- 
* ſtles times have religiouſly retained it,making 


* uſe alſo of holy Chriſm. 
X I. 


In the Article of the Sacrifice of the Maſs, Mon- 
fieur de Meaux _—_— expounded it according, to our 
Principles, in his firſt Edition, concluded with us 
tO. 

* So that it ( the Maſs ) may, fays he, be very 
* reaſonably called a Sacrifice. x Ed. p. 115. 


But ſince the Correction, the Concluſion is much 
ſtrengthned, though the Premiſes remain the ſame. 

| * So that rhere is nothing wanting to it, to make 

* it a true Sacrifice. 


Ez XII. 
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As to the point of the Pope's Authority, the firſt 
Expoſition ran much higher than it ſeems the Spirit 
of the Galican Church could bear. 


«* So that our Profeſſion of Faith obliges us as 
< to this pointy to. beheve the Roman Church 
© to be the Mother and Miftreſs of all Churches, 
* and to render a true Obedience to the Pope, 
* the Succeſſor of St. Peter, and Vicar of Jeſus 
* Chriſt. x Ed. p. 166. 


It is now more looſe, and in general thus ; 


* We acknowledga Primacy in the Succeſſors of 
< the Prince of the Apoſtles, to whom, for that 
* cauſe we owe that Obedience and Submiſſion 
* which the holy Councils and Fathers have al- 
* ways taught the Faithful. 


But it may be what was ſtruck out of the Expoſition 
to pleaſe the Correfors, Monſieur Je Meaux recom- 
penſed in his Letter to fatisfie his Holineſs. 


XIII 


In the Concluſion Monfieyr de Meaux telling us 
that none of thoſe Articles he had expounded, accor- 
ding to our own Principles, deſtroyed the Founda- 
tion' of our Salvation, added in his firſt Expoſition 
what that Foundation was, v2. 


* « The 


. . l 


altered by Monſieur de M=taux mxxxili 
« The Adoration of one only God, Father , Son, 


* and Holy Ghoſt, and the Truſt in one only 
* Saviour. x Ed. p. 160. 


It is hard to fay why this was not let paſs, for 
we are unwilling to believe that the Church of Rome 
has any other Foundation tor Salvation than this, But 
it may be to have put down this as the Foundation of 
Salvation, would have been too plainly to ſhew, that 
then we certainly have this, and that without mixture 
of any thing deſtrud rve thereunto. 


'' XIV. 


Monſieur de Meaux goes on ina very candid man- 
ner, ſince ſtruck out ; ; 


* In effe; fays he, in all theſe Explications, 
* which contain the very bottom of our Belief, 
* there is not any one word repugnant to theſe 
* two Principles, either direQly, or by Conſe- 
* quence. | 


* So that acknowledging then this, That 
* the Church of Rome does believe and profeſs 
* all that is eſſential to” preſerve the Subſtance 
* of the Chriſtian Religion, ſo that they cannot 
' '©* reaſonably impute to us any Doctrine contra- 
* ry thereunto, they muſt at the ſame time ac- 
* knowlege, by their own Principles, that the 
* Churchof Rome 7s a true part of the Church of 
* Chriſt, to which every Chriſtian is obliged to 
« unite himſelf in his Heart, and in effect as far 
*as in him lies. x Ed, _ 
Monſieur 
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Monſieur de Meaux may pleaſe to know, that we 
do confeſs the Church of Rome to be a part of the 
true Church, though indeed we think one of the worſt ; 
and that we do with all our Hearts deſire a Union 
with her ;. and in effect do ſhew it as far as we are 
able, by retaining whatever we can of the fame Do- 
Qrines and Practices with her. ; 

And if this were all they deſired of us, as indeed 


t isall they ought, and all we cando : However an 


abſolute Union would not thereby be obtained, yet 
might we live at leaſt like Chriſtians and Brethren, 
in a common Charity with one another, and fo diſ- 
poſe our Minds, as by God's Grace to come in a lit- 
tle time to ſome better agreement in the reſt too, than 
ever we are like to do without it. 


Theſe are ſome of thoſe Paſſages that gave occa- 
ſion to the correfion we have ſpoken of at the Sorbon, 
and to the ſuppreſſion of the whole firſt Edition, how- 
ever authorized by the Biſhops of France in the fame 
words it now is. I might have added many more ; 
but inſtead of it, will beg leave to offer the Reader 
one Correftion made very lately by another Faculty, 
that of Louvain; if not immediately of - Monſieur de 
Meaux's Expoſition, yet atleaſt of a Doctrine which 
they were before-hand given to underſtand, was ſo 
explained in it. - 

Monſieur de Witte, Paſtor and Dean of St. Maries, 
inthe City of Mechlin, having, in a Diſcaurſe with 
ſome Perſons of that City, on the 87h of July laſt, 
maintaind the Authority of the Church and Pope, 
according to the manner of Monſieur de Meaux's Ex- 
poſition ; complaint was made of him, firſt to the 
Inter-nonce, then to his Holineſs himſelf, and four 


Pro- 


altered by Monfieur de M & a u x. XXXV 


Propoſitions drawn up againſt him, as the Heads of 


his Hereſy. 
Monſieur de Witte maintain'd his Opinion in ſe- 


x mY i [ * Intituled , 
veral Papers printed to that end ; in the * 47h of Umar ond, 


which, after ſeveral other Authorities of Perſons of batronis locum 


their Church defending the fame DoCtrine ; He Mat. 16. non 
rette refunds 


tells them, in Apoſtolorum 
principis ſuc- 

*That the Golden Expoſition of Faith of <1 
* Monſieur the Biſhop of Condom, required no- yy;p;t prete- 
*thing more to the Sound, Catholick, and Or- rea ad ſana, 


*thodox Faith in this Matter 5 which Expoſi- Cn 
© tion, beſides the Elogies of many other Emi- zam fidem 
*nent Perſons, was alſo approved by our Holy 4epo/cit aurea 
T7 : . JE illa Expoſitio 
Father Innocent the 11th himſelf, in his kind C,44a4ce þ. 


* Letter to him. dei Jacobi 
Epiſcops Con- 

But all this could not prevail with them to reſpect his 1 7p/tk. 
Docrine ever the more for Monſieur de Meaux's maClariſſime- 
Expoſition, or his Holineſs's Brief. The Faculty of pony = 
Divinity, at the command of the Nonce, and with S. Parris 
the knowlege, no doubt, and aſſent of the Pope, to #cen. xi. 
whom the whole Afﬀair had been communicated, HR : 
cenſured his Propoſitions, Nov. 3. 1685. and eſpecial- comprobara. 
ly the ſecond, in which Monſieur de Meaux's Expoſe- 
tion of the Catholick Faith was principally concerned, 


as ſcandalous and pernicious, 


* Tudicamus eam cenſurari poſſe uti ſcandaloſam 


* & pernicio/am. 


May thoſe who infiſt ſo much on the Fidelity and 
Authority of Monſieur de Meaux's Expoſition, pleaſe 


calmly to conſider theſe things ; and tell us how we 
can 


XXXV1 


hk x 
”, — bd 
tas watt. 


A Colleftion of Paſſages, Ge. 
can rely on ſuch an Expoſition of their Doftrine, as 
notwithſtanding ſo many formal Approbations; firſt, 
of the Biſhops of France, was yet correfted in ſo 
many places by the Sorbox; and ſecondly, of the 
Pope, Cardinals, and others in Italy, and of the whole 
Body of the Clergy of France in their Aſſembly ; has 
yet ſo lately been cenſured, at the command of the 
Nonce, and with the conſent of his Holineſs, by the 
Faculty of one of their moſt eminent Univerſities, to 


be ſcandalous and pernicious. 


A Table. 


TABLE 
ARTICLES 


Contained in this T rxexaTise. 


Page 
I. H E Introduftion. 
I. Tha? Religious Worſhip is to be paid 


toGod only. 6 
III. Of the Aomnilde of Saints. 9 
IV. Of Images and Relicks. 13 
V. Of Fuſtification. L r9 


VI. .Of Merits. 
VII. Of Satisfations, Indulgences, and Pargtory. _ 


Sed. 1. Of SatisfaFions. ibid. 
Sea. 2. Of Indulgences. 27 
Set. 3. Of Purgatory. 30 
PAT 
VIII. Of the Sacraments in general. 33 
IX. Of Baptiſm, | 35 
X. Of Confirmation. 39 
Xl. Of Penance and Confeſſion. 40 
XII. Of Extreme Undlion. 44 


XU. Of Marriage. 


A TABLE. 


XIV. Of Holy Orders, 46 

XV. Of the Euchariſt ; and firſt of the Explication 
of thoſe words, This is my Body, 47 

XVI. Do this in remembrance of \Me. 54 

XVII. The Dottrine of the Church of England con- 

| cerning this Holy Sacrament. 55 

XVIII. Of Tranſubantiation, and of the Adoration 


"Y of the oft. 58 
XIX. Of the Saerifice of the Maſs. 62 
XX. Of the Epiſtle to the Hebrews. 67 
XXL Refleftions,upon the fotegaing 'Dodtrine. 69 
XXII. Of Communicating under one kind. ' > © 9% 
PART II. 
MXIIL Of the Word written and unwritten.” 75 
XXIV. Of the Authority of the:Church. - 76 
XXV. The Opinion of the Church of England, as to 
the Authority of the Church. ; 80 
XXVI. The Authority of the holy See, and of Epiſ- 
XXVII. The Cloſe. 82 


AN 


ASPEKSAREEEAEEEESISIAES | 
A N 


EXPOSITION 


Doctrine' of the Churchof England 
In the ſeveral Articles Expounded by 


Monſieur de ME A U X, | 


L -The Introduction. 


T has always been eſteemed more reaſonable 
to doubt of Principles firſt, 'and then to deny 
- the Conclufrons that are drawn from them, than 
having granted the Foundation,afterwards to 
cavil at the clear and neceſſary Deductions 

from it. 
To profeſs, ** that Religious Worſhip is due to God 
« only ; and at the ſame time to ſay that we'ought to 
adore Men and: Women, Croſſes and, Images, and all 
that infinite variety of Follies which theſe latter Ages 
have ſet forth under the pious name of Relicks : To 
declare, © That we are ſaved only by Chriſt's Merits ; 
and yet ſtill continue to teach us that. we ought to 
ſet up our own -:In a word, to ſay," -Zhat the.Death 
« of Chriſt was-a perfed Sacrifice, and one drop of his 
* Blood more than ſufficient for the Redemption of Man- 

F 


2 kind ; 


%. 
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© kind; and nevertheleſs go on to require our Satis- 
faions as neceſſary too, and oblige us to believe that 
other Propitiatory Sacrifices beſides that of the Croſs, 
ought to be offered up continually to God in his 
Church, for the Sins bothrof the Dead and. the Li- 
ving : This muſt certainly. be the part of a Difputant, 
either too ignorant to underſtand, or too obſtinate to 
ſubmit to any Conviction. 

Monſieur de Meaux, the deſign of whoſe Expoſiti- 
on ſeems rather to' be an Apology tor the Popiſh,Reli- 
gion,than a free 4ſertion and Yzudication of its Errors, 
15 above all things ſenſible” of the juſtice of this Re- 
fleftion :” and therefore-:endeavours by all means poſ- 
ſible in the very entry of his Treatiſe to prepare his 
Reader againſt it,by ſhewing * the injuſtice of charging 
* Conſequences upon Men which they do not allcw ; and 
© that therefore:though'theirSuperſtructure ſhould 
* chance to overthrow their Foundation, yet ſince 
* they profeſs not to know that it does ſo; they ought 
© not tobe taxed with 'what rhey do not believe. 

Tt is 'not deny'd- but-that Conſequences may be 
ſometimes'eitiier ſo obſcure, -or ſo far diſtant, that a 
Perfoni ptejudicate. for "the © Principle, may well be 
excuſed the charge of a Colle&tion, which his Actions 
ſhew the neither believes-nor approves. But when 
the Concluſions, as well as Principles, are plain and 
confefs'd, and the Difputeiis only abour'the' Name, not 
the Thing ; we muſt beg leave to profeſs, that we can- 
not chuſe but fay that he believes not as he ought the 
infinite Merits of Chriſt's Sacrifice, who requires any 0- 
ther Offering for fin ; -and that no ſubtilty of  Argu- 
ment-will ever perfwade us thati.thoſe .deftroy, not 
their Principle of worſhipping God: only,. whom - we 
ſee, contrary to his expreſs Command, proſtrate any 
| ay 
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day before an Image, with Prayers and Hymns to 
Creatures that have been ſubje&t to-like Infirmities 
with our ſelves, and that are perhaps at this very time 
in a worſer Eſtate, than the moſt miſerable of thoſe 
that call upon them for-their aſſiſtance. 

Be it therefore allow'd to be as great a Calumny 
as Monſieur de Meaux can ſuppoſe 1t, to accuſe Men 
of Conſequences obſcure and difavow'd ; the Opini- 
ons we charge the Church of Rome with, are plain 
and confeſs'd, the Practice and Preſcription of the 
chiefeſt Authority ia it, And to refuſe. our Charge 
of them, is in good earneſt nothing elſe than 70 prote/# 
againſt a matter of Fat; a Plea, which even Juſtice 
it ſelf has told us, may without Calumny be reje&ted 
as invalid. 

However, thus much-at leaſt we have got by this 
Reflection, that it directs us to the true State of the 
Controverſie between us ; and ſhews, That we, who 
have been fo often charged by the Church of Rome as 
Innovators in Religion, are at laſt by their own con- 
feſſion, allow'd to hold the ancient and undoubted 
Foundation of the Chriſtian Faith ; and that the 
Queſtion between us therefore is not, Whether what 
we hold be true > which is on all hands agreed ; bur, 
Whether thoſe things which the Roman Church has 
added as Superſtruttures to it, and which, as ſuch, we re- 
jee, be not ſo far from being neceſſary Articles of Reli- 
gion, as they pretend, that they indeed overthrow that 
Truth which is on bath fides allow'd to be Divine ; and 
upon that account ought to be forſaken by them 2? 

The Declaration of this, not ſo much by any new 
proof, , as by clearing rather the true ſtate of thoſe 
Points which are the tubjz& of our Difference, is'the 


deſign of the following Articles; in which I ſhall 
n endea- 


Religious Worſhip to be paid to God only. 


endeavout to give a clear and free account of what _ 
we can approve, and what itis that we diſlike in their 
Doftrine ; and as far as the ſhortneſs of this Diſcourſe 
will allow, touch alſo upon- ſome of thoſe Reaſons 
that are the moſt uſually given by us for both. 


Von 
. 


ARTICLE: IL 


That Religious Worſhip is to be paid to God 
only. | 


Hat Religious Worſhip is due to God only, how 
neceſſary ſoever'thoſe Practices of the. Reman 
Church, which we: are hereafter to conſider, may 
have rendred it to Monſieur de Meayx to declare, yet 
is it, we ſuppoſe, but little neceſſary for us to lay, | 
We firmly believe, that *©zhe inward acknowledgr 
* ment of his Divine Excellencies as the Creator and 
* Lord of. all things, is a part of the ſupreme Worſhip 
* that is due to him. We believe that all the Powers of 
&* our Soul ought to be tied to him by Faith, Hope, and 
* Charity, as to that God who alone can eſtabliſh and 
* make us happy. And tho we do not think that there 
is now any ſenſible, or, materjal Sacrifice to be offered to 
Him under the Goſpel, as there was heretofore, under 
the Law : yet do we with all Antiquity ſuppoſe the 
Sacrifice of Prayer and Thankſgiving to be fo peculiar- 
ly his due, that it cannot, without derogation to his 
Honour, be: applicd to any other. "_ 
© What our Opinion is of that Worſhip which the 
R: man Church, pays to the Bleſſed Virgzn, and Saints 
es departed, 


c 
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departed, we ſhall hereafter more fully ſhew : But cer- 
tainly great was the difference of thoſe ho/y Mev whom 
Monfieur Je Meaux mentions as their fore-runners in 
this practice, from the preſent manner of the Popi/h 
Irvocation. Gregory Nazianzen in a Rhetorical' Apo- 
ftrophe, ca/ledto Conſtantius in one, to his Siſter Gor- 
gonia 1n another Oration, but he prayed to neither. 
St. Bafil ; St. Ambroſe ; St F. Chryſoſtom ; Se. Fierom ; 
St. Auguſtine ; they deſired ſometimes that the Martyr 
or Saint would joyn with them in their requeſts, but 
they were rather Raprures and Wiſhes, than dire 
Prayers ; and their formal Petitions, but eſpecially 
thoſe of the Church, were only to God Almighty. 
They donbted whether the Saints could hear them or no ; 
and were rather inclined to believe that ther could 
not. The Addreſſesof the Mind, which the Church of 
Rome allows no leſs than the others to them, they 
look'd upon to be ſo peculiarly God's due, that they 
fuppoſed they were not communicated to the very 
Angels that are in Heaven. They declared againil all 
thoughts of being aſſiſted by the Merits of theirSaints, 
or that God would ever the more readily, or indeed 
ſoſoon accept their Prayers coming by the Intercet1- 
on of another, as if they had gone themſelves di- 
realy to the Throne of Grace. Ina word ; they ne- 
ver imagined that thi was-an 7Zonour due to them ; 
but, on the contrary, conſtantly taught that it was a 
Service belonging only to God Almighty. 

Well theretore might * Monſicur Daille reter the + ,,,,,.. .. 
beginnings of this /»vocation to theſe Men, whole in- is the meſ? be 
nocent Wiſhes, and Rhetorical Fiights, being {till in- = -» yn 
creaſed by the Superſtition of after-Ages, firit gave, jg, "7 
birth to this Worſhip. - But certainly the Romani/7s 


cannot. with any reaſon alledg them in favour of 
_ their 
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their Error; till it be ſhewn either that we are miſta- 
ken in thoſe differences we have here declared to be 
between what they did, and what the 'Church. of 
Rome now praCtiſes ; or that they are otherwiſe pro- 
ved to be ſo inconſiderable, as not to make any no- 
table alteration in it. And yet that the Ages before 
knew nothing even of this, not only their confeſſed 
inability to produce any Proofs from them of this Su- 
perſtition, but the contrary Teſtimonies of the un- 
doubted Writings of Ignatius, Tertullian, Clemens A- 
lexandrinus, Origen, Novatian, and others, ſo plainly 
ſhew. that it ought not to be eſteemed at all raſh at 
this diſtance toaſlert, that inthis very ſmall Change, 
the Fathers of the fourth Century, did certainly begin to 
depart from the Praftice and Tradition of thoſe before 
them. And it that Reaſon of the Church of Romebe 
of any ſtrength, why they pray'd not to the Holy 
Men under the Old Teſtament, viz. becauſe they were 
not then admitted to the ſight of God, and therefore ought 
not to be prayed to : It ſeems to us that not only the 
greater part of the Primitive Fathers, but even thoſe 
very Men Monſieur de Meaux mentions, could not 
certainly have allowed fuch an Invocation as is now 
uſed in their Church ; the moſt of them being noto- 
riouſly known, and even by their own Writers freely 
confeſſed to have believed thedame, That neither do 
the Saints and Confeſſors of : the Chriſtian Church any 
more enjoy the Preſence of God even now. p 
Thus much was thought fit to be faid to remove 
that Prejudice Monſieur de Meanx had thrawn in the 
way. Wegoon new with him to conſider the Do- 
crineat {clf, and what our Church's Opinion is of it. 
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ARTICLE II 


Of the Invocation of Saints. 


"HE Invocation of Saints, as it is tated by Mon- 
fieur fe Meaux, we look upon to be one of 
thoſe Practices which our Church tiles, * foxd things, 
« vainly invented, and grounded upon no Warrant of 
* Holy Scripture, but indeed repugnant to God's Word. 
Monſienr de Meaux himſelf dares not fay that they 
do or can ordinarily by any ability in themſelves, hear, 
ſee, or know, the Wants, State, or Prayers of Men 
upon Earth, to-be mindful of them unto God in Hea- 
ven. Nor can itever be proved that by any of thoſe 
ways which he propoſes, -but ſeems himſelf not to lay 


any great ſtreſs upon, they are certainly and parti- 


cularly communicated to them. 

_ We think therefore, that till this be cleared, it is 
too great a hazard to. leave a Mediator, who both 
certainly'knows our .wants, and. has promiſed to hear 
us ; that has invited us, nay commanded us ta come 
to-him in all our Needs, to go to Interceflors which 
God has no where appointed, and which we can ne- 


ver be ſure our Prayers ſhall come up to. It ſuffi- 


ceth not that they may know ſome things, in ſome 
places, at ſome times, and of ſome Men extraordinarily, 
unleſs we could tell what Saints, and what things, and 
in what places, and at what times, they do know 


them. When this is cleared, it may then. be more 


reaſonable to deſire us to joyn with them in this Ser- 


:vice. In the mean time, though we ſhould not charge 
| G 


them 


The Invocation of Saints. 


them with 7do/atry merely for this, yet we muſt 
needs confeſs we cannot but think theſe Addreſſes to 
be too full of hazard: and uncertainty to venture any 
Requeſts at all, much leſs ſo many as they do every 
day, upon them. | 
[n vain therefore dots Monſieur Je Meanux endea- 
vour to defend *the [rnocence of this Invocation, 
whilſt he forgets to ſhew us the. Reaſonableneſs of it. 
We ſhould be pleaſed indeed to be aſſured of that ; 
but we cannot be convinced that we ought to joyn 
in the Practice till we are fatisfied of the other roo. 
And yet we cannot © but regret, that it their deſign 
be truly no more than this, to intreat the Saints to 
pray for them, we ſhould find the greateſt part of 
their Service addreſſing to them after ſo contrary a 
manner; that they- would interpolſe nor. only their 
TInterceſſions,but their Merits too for their forgiveneſs; 
Not only that they would pray to God for them, but that 
they would themſelves bleſs them." That the Angels and 
«* Saints would give them Strength, Grace, Health, and 
* Power. That St. Peter would have Mercy upon them, 
© and opey to them the Gate of Heaven. That the Bleſſed 
+ Virgin would prote& them from their Enemies,and re- 
* cerve them-at their Death : Ina word, that ſhe would 
= Ru © command her Son to forgive them by that Right, which 
ny'd : See © as a Mother ſhe had over him, All which their very 
Cefſander © publick Rituals ſo far allow, that the Service which is 
CO m paidto God in his Church by the Mediation of Chriſt, 
- 15 infinitely exceeded by the Addreſſes of this nature, 
through theMerits of theVirgin Mary,and of the Saints. 
Now if theſe Prayers ſignifie no more than, as 
Monſieur de Meaux expounds them, to intreat the 
Saints to pray for them, why have we ſuch Scandals 
given us inthe Practice ? If they intend really what 
. we 
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we ſuppoſe, and what their words |do certainly fig- 
nifie; what Ingenuity can it' be to- impoſe upon us 
in the Declaration 2 However at leaſt they will pleaſe 
to excuſe us that we have fallen at ſo jait a ſtumbling 
Block ; and charged them as 'derogating from the 
Merits of Chriſt, whilſt they have thus cfy'd up the 
Merits of their Saints, aml of-a Preſumption unwar- 
rantable, if not wholly Idolatrous, in defiring any 
but God alone to help, and ſuccour,and give them thoſe - 
Bleſſings, which God only. has power to diſpenſe. 

r. . When therefore we ſhall be certainly aſſured 
that all that infinite number which the Church of 
Rome has canonized, are truly and infallibly Saznts. 

2. When we ſhall be aſflured that theſe Saints do 
already enjoy the Preſence of God Almighty; a Circum- 
ſtance which the Papiſts themſelves confeſs neceſla- 
ry. to warrant their Invocation. on 

3- When it ſhall be made undoubtedly appear, that 
either by their own Anowledg, or by ſome other Reve- 
lation, they do ordinarily and particularly underſtand all , 
the Requeſts that are made to them ; ſo that we can be 
as ſecure” of their hearing us, as when we deſire our 
Brethren upon Earth to pray tor us. 

4- When the Liturgies of their Church ſhall be 
reformed, and all thoſe dangerons Inſinuations of the 
Merit and Per ſonal Aſſiſtance of theirSaints be removed. 

5. When-thoſe deſperate Doctrines, and yet more 
deſperate Addreſſes of their School-men and Contro- 
vertiſts, which ſcandalize the more: moderate even 
of their own Party, ſhall be cenſured. 

6. And Men taught to practice this Invocation 
with ſuch ſobriety, as neither to make it ſo freely and 
publickly their Worſhip as they do, nor with any 
Opinion of being either ſooxer heard, or more effetu- 
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ally anſwered by this way of Addreſs, than by going 
direQtly to God by our Saviour and only Mediator 
Teſus Chriſt. 

7. In a word, when even an Invocation ſo mode- 
rated, ſhall be ſhewn either to have been command- 
cd by God Almighty, or to have been adviſed by 
his Apoſtles, or to have been practiſed ordinarily and 
direAly by the moſt Primitive Chriſtians : Or laſtly, 
but to be no way injurious to the excellent Goodneſs 
of that Interceſſor, whd has*ſo kindly invited, and 
even conjured us to come to him in all our needs; 
Then' wilt-we not fail to joyn our Ora pro Nobis with 
them : But till then we muſt beg leave to conclude 
with a Charity and Moderation, which we ſuppoſe 
they themſelves cannot but approve in us, That tt 7s a 
fond thing vainly invented, and grounded upon no warrant 
of Holy Scripture, but rather indeed contrary thereunto, 

And what we have now ſaid of their Prayers, we 
mult in the next place apply to their Sacrifices too, 
To menticn' the Names of the Holy Saints departed in 
the Communion; this we look” upon to be a Praice as 
innocent as*tis ancient; Ss far are we from condem- 
ning it in them, that we pra@tice it our ſelves. We 
name them at onr Altars, we give God thanks for their 
Excellencies, and pray to him for Grace to follow their 
Examples. But as weallow thus much to their Me- 
mories, ſo we cannot but condemn that PraRice 
which Monſieur de Meanx ſeerns to haveomitted, tho 
yet the chief thing that offends us; that they recom- 
mend theOfferings which they make toGod,through 
the Merits of their Saints which they commemorate, 
and defire that by their Merits they may become a- 
vailable to the Churches needs. As if Chriſt himſelf, 
whom they ſuppoſe to be the Sacrifice, needed the 
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Aſſiſtance of St.Bathildis or Potentiana,to recommend 
him to his Father : Or, that the Merits of an Offer- 
ing, which they tell us is the very ſame with that 
of the Croſs; thould deſire the joynt Deſerts of a St. 
Martin to obtain our Forgivenels. 

They who ſhall confider theſe things as they ought, 
will, we doubt nor, confeſs that we have ſome reaſon 
to complain, both that they derogate herein from 
Chriſt's Merits, and attribute to their Saints more 
than they ought to do. If this Practice be reformed, 
our Complaint, as to this point, ceaſeth. If it be not, 
in vain does Monſieur 4s Meanux endeavour to per- 
ſwade us,that they only name their Saints to give God 
thanks for their Excellencies,whilſt their publick Pra- 
ice avows,that they deſire both the pardon of their 
3 Sins, and even the acceptance of their very Sacrift- 
FF ces themſelves, by their Mediation. 


ARTICLE IV. 
Of Images and Relicks. 


WJ the Opinion of the Church of England _ 
'V is concerning the Worſhip of Images and 
Relicks,will need no long Declaration to ſhew, they 
being joyn'd by her in the ſame Article with that of artic. XXL 
the Invocation of Saints before-mentioned, and by 
conſequence, ſubmitted by her to the ſame Cznſure. 

But then; as we before complained, that both the 
Practice of their Church in the publick Liturgics of 
it, and the approved Doctrine of their moſt reputed 


Writers, ſhould ſo far contradit what Monſieur de 
| .  Meaux 
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Meaux would have us think is: their. only deſign in 
thar Servzce;ſo we cannot but repear the ſame Com- 
plaints in this:That if all the uſe their Church would 
have made of Images and Relicks, be only ro excite 
the more lively in their Minds the remembrance of the 
' Orizinals, not only the People ſhould! be ſuffered to 
fall into ſuch groſs Miſtakes, as 'tis undeniably. evi- 
dent they do, in their Worſhip of them ; but even 
their Teachers be permitted without any Reproof 
to confirm them in their Errors. 

Has St. Thomas and his Followers, nay, and even 
their Pontifical it ſelf, ever yet been cenſured by 
them, for maintaining 7» plain terms, that the Image 
of the Croſs ought to be worſhipped with the ſame Wor- 
ſhip as that Saviour who ſuffered on it?Have the Jeſuits 
been condemned for teaching Men to ſwear by it 2 
Does not their whole Church upon Goed- Friday yet 
addreſs her ſelf to it in theſe very dangerous words, 
Behold the Wood of the Croſs | Come let us adore 3t. 
And do not their Actions agree with their Expreſſi- 
ons, and the whole- Solemnity of that day's Service 
plainly ſhew,that they do adore7T in the utmoſt pro- 
priety: of the Phraſe ?- Does ſhe not pray to it, that 
in this time of the Paſſion, it would ſtrengthen the Righ- 
reous, and give Pardon to the Guilty 2 Isthe Hymn tor 
the day of the /rvention corrected, wherein they pro- 
teſs that the Croſs heals their Sickneſſes,ties up theDevil, 
and gives them Newneſs of Life; and thereupon de- 
ſire 1t to ſave its Aſſembly, gathered together in its ho- 
our 2 Is the manner of conſecrating them changed, 
in which they intreat God to bleſs the Image of the 
Croſs which they there ſandtifie, that it may be. for 
the eſtabliſhment of their Faith,an increaſe of their good 
Works, ' the. Redemption of their Souls, and their Pro- 
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teftion againff the cruel Darts of the Enemy 2 That 
Chriſt would embrace this Croſs,over which they pray, 
as he did that upon which he ſuffer'd : That as by 
THAT he delrwvered the whole World from its Guilt; 
fo by the Merits of T HITS, they who dedicate it, may 
receive remiſſion of their Sins, In-a word, that as 
many as bow down before it,may find health both of their 
Souls and Bodies by it. 

And is all this in good earneſt no more than #- ex- 
cite more lively in our minds the remembrance of Fim 
that loved us,and delivered himſelf to the Death for us, 

and to teſtifie by ſome outward marks our acknow- 
ledgment of that favour, by humbling our ſelves in 
preſence of the Croſs,to declare thereby our ſubmiſli- 
on to Him that was crucified. 

Is not this rather, if not abſolutely to fall into,yet 
certainly too nearly to approach to that which Mon- 
fieur de Meaux himſelf confeſles to beldolatry,viz to 
truſt in the Images as if there were ſome divinity or vir- 
tue joyned to them , and for which they not only 
ſhew all imaginable marks of outward Worſhip, by 
Kiflings , Proſtrations', and the like Ceremonies ; 
but make as formal Addreſſes to them, and that in 
the publick Service of the Church, as to God 
himſelf 2 | | 

How this allow'd praC&ice can be reconciled with 
the prohibition of the Council of 7rext, © Not to be- 
* lieve any Divinity or Virtue tyed to their Images of 
« * which they ought to be adored; nor to demind any 
* Grace of them, nor place any Truſt or Confidence in 
* zhem; Monſieur de Meanx may pleaſe to expound to 
us. In the mean time,as we are fo far from condem- 
ning the making of all ſorts of Images,that w: think 
it not any Crime to have the Hiſtories of the Go{pel 


carved or painted in our very Churches, which the 
ih Walls 
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Walls and Windows of. ſeveral-of ' them do declare : 
As we publickly uſe the /rgn of the Croſs in one of our 
very Sacraments, and cenfure no Man for practiſing 
it only without Superſtition, on any other occaſion : 
ſo wecannot but avow the Scandal that is given us by 
thoſe Doarines and Practices before mentioned;zand 
that we think that Worſhip juſtly to be aboliſhed 
which the Primitive Church abhorred,and which at 
this. day ſcandalizes not only ſo great a number of 
Chriſtians, but even our common Enemy the Fewand 
Turk: Ina word, which is ſo far from being com- 
manded by God, that it needs many nice DiſtinAtions 
to render it not diretly oppoſite to an expreſs Prohi- 
bition ; andis therefore it not down-right Idolatry to 
thoſe who know how to dire. their Intention aright, 
yet to the Simple and Ignorant, that is, -to the much 
greater number,and the moſt zealous practitioners of 


= 
*. 


this Service, ſo very near it, that the Generality,of the 
wiſeft Papiſts, no leſs than We, complain of it. 


F OR the honour that is due toRELIQUES, 
no Proteſtaxt will ever refuſe what ever the Primitive 
Church paid them ; or maybe fit to expreſs the Honour 
we ought to retain for:thoſe Bodies that by Martyrdom 
Cone made Sacrifices to God Almighty. If this be 
all Mr.de Meaux deſires of us,we are ready to profeſs 
our Opinion, that we judg, it to be. neither offenſive 
to God, nor fit to. be ſcrupled by any .good Man, 

We believethat-according to the Circumſtances of 
- "the Times, the Church may © teſtify this Honqur:by 

** more or leſs outward Signs.and Marks of Reſpect. 
" And wedo with fatisfaion- read that Declaration 
* of Mr.de Meaux,That we ought-not to be -ſervilely 
* ſubjected to theſe outward Ceremonies, but to- be 
invited by them to offer up to: God-that reaſonable 


* ſervice 
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« ſervice, in Spirit and in Truth, which he requires of us. 
And if this be the State of the Queſtion, we confeſs the 


XZ Explicationof it has taken away a great part of the difficulty. 


But what then means the Council of 7rext, to tell us, 
That we are not only to honour them, but to Worſhip them 
too 2 That by doing ſo, we ſhall obtain many Beveſtts and 
Graces of God, That theſe ſacred Monuments are not un- 
profitably revered, but are to be ſourht unto for the obtain- 
ing their help and aſſiſtance ; to cure the Sick, to give Eyes 
to the Blind, Feet to the Lame, and even life to the Dead. 


# How comes it to paſs that their .Church not only ho- 


nours them, which we could allow, but carries them in 


PROCESSIONS, makes OFFERINGS to them, gives I'N- 


BULGENCES to ſuch as ſhall goto viſit them ; preſcribes 


Z PILGRIMAGES tothem, SWEARS by them, touches their 
"ZBeads, or Hankerchiefs, with them to SANCTIFY them; 
Fthinks to obtain one BLESSING by virtue of this RELIC, 
Z another from that ; and the like ſuperſtitious uſages, which 


we ſuppoſe we have good reaſon with our Church, to con- 


7 


clude to be * fond things, vainly invented, and grounded up- art, xx, 


* on no Authority of Holy Scripture, but indeed repuznant 
* thereunto. 

When therefore all theſe Abuſes which we have. named, 
and which Monſieur de Meaux feems content to allow 
with us to be ſuch, ſhall be correfted : When in the matter 
of Images, | 

1.. The: Hymns and Addreſles that teach us, ſo contrary 
to' the Spirit of - Thriſttanity,, to demand Graces of them, 
and'to put our Truſt in them, ſhall be reformed; St. 7ho- 
mas and his Abettors cenſured ; and all other Marks of 


Fan unwarrantable Worſhip be forbidden. 


2. When the Piftures of God the Father, and of the Holy 


Trinity, ſo dire&ly contrary both to the ſecond Com- 


mandment, and to St. Pau/s Doftrine, ſhall be taken a- 
Way, and thoſe of our Saviour, ant the bleſſed Saints be 
by all neceſſary Cautions rendred truly the Books not 
Snares 
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Snares of the Ignorant. When in points of Relicks, q 
3+ They ſhall be declared .to have no ſanitifying-Virtue 


in them : bw . 
4. Nor that they ought to be ſought to for any Aſſiſtance # 
Spiritual or Temporal to be expeted from them. $ 
5. When it ſhall be reſolved to be no matter of Merit to 
go towifit the : 3 
6. Nor any more extravagant /xdulgences be ſet forth 
for Pilgrimages unto them. I 
When all theſe things which Monſieur de Meaux paſſes * 
over, and which yet are undeniably their Practice and our ® 
Scandal, thall- be corre&ed ; Then will we both believe % 
and ſubmit to the reſt 'which -he deſires of us : we'will 
honour the Relicks of the Saints as the Primitive Church didl : © 
we will reſpe& the Images of our Saviour, and the Bleſſed 7? 
Virgin:: And as fome of us now bow towards the Altar, .: 
and all of usare enjoyned to do fo at the Name of the Lord 
Jeſus; fo-will we not fail to teſtify all due Reſpet to his 1 
Repreſentation. In the mean time, if the Outcries of their 
own Church at theſe Abuſes cannot prevail with them to. 
redreſs them, yet at leaſt they will confirm us in the Re- 3 
formation we have made of them; and whilt"we-find 7 
Hezekiah coramended in the Holy Scripture for deſtroying 
the Brazen Serpent, though made by God's expreſs 'Com- | 
mand, and in ſome ſort deſervedly honourable for that '* 
great Deliverance it brought to the Jews, Becauſe the Chil» ©: 
dren of 1ſract offered incenſe unto it :. We ſhall conclude our * 
ſelves to be by ſo much the more juſtifiable, in that the 
Images we have removed were due only to the Folly and Su- * 
perkitian of Mev, and have been more ſcandalouſly abuſed, * 


to aworſer and greater diſhonour of God. 
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ARTIC V. 


fie, 


xk | 
# H E Doctrine of Juſtification is one of thoſe Points 
7 that deſerves our careful Conſideration ;as being not 
Z only one of the chiefeſt of thoſe Points wherein we ſuppoſe 
*X the Church of Rome to have prevaricated the Faith, but as 
XX Monſieur de Meaux remarks, one of the firſt that gave ogcaſron 
X to that Reformation that was made from it. 
# lr is not neceſſary to fay to what an Extravagance the 
2 buſineſs of Pardons, Indulgences, and other means of ſa- 
-® 7:5fying the Divine Juſtice, was arrived ; and how much 
2x more confidence the People generally put in the Inventt- 
*Z ons of Men, than in the Merits and Satisfa&tion of Chriſt. 
If they have been ſomewhat better inſtructed ſince, they 


1 ©, Zmay thank the Reformation for it : tho' we fear all the dif- 


X ference is, that they are ſomewhat more reſerved in expo- 
Fling theſe Follies now, but yet ſtill retain the Fonndarion 
& of that Dodrine upon which they are built. 
= We willingly allow Monſieur de Meaux this honour, 
4 that he has reduced the long Decrees of the Council of 7rent 
to a ſhort and eaſie Debate ; and propoſed the things which 
contain our Difference with ſuch tenderneſs, as might in- 
vite us to cloſe with a great part of it, did not the Decrees 
of the- Council ſeem too plainly to refuſe Monſieur 4e 
= Meaux's Expoſition of them. 
= Webcheve with him, © That our Sins are freely forgiven 


% 
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v *-by God's Mercy through Chriſt ; and that none of thoſe 


2F* things which precede our Juſtification, whether our Faith, 
© or our good Works, could merit this Grace. 
= * Weare perſwaded that our Sins are not only covered, 
2X © but are entirely done away by the Blood of Jeſus Chriſt. 
3 * We confeſs that the Righteouſneſs of Jeſus Chriſt is 
* not only imputed, but actually communicated to the 
* Faithful, through the operation of the Holy Spirit, in ſo 
2 : ©* much 


Of Juſtification. 
* much that they are not only reputed, but made juſt by 
* his Grace. | 

* We deny not that. this Righteouſneſs is a true Righ- 
* teouſneſs, even in the ſight of God ; becauſe that it is 
* God who by Charity works it in us: only we think i 
withal ſuch as is too weak to obtain for us the pardon of 
our Sins, which Monſieur de Meaux ſeems content to con- 
fels with us. 

* We willingly acknowledge that our Righteouſneſs is 
* not Þerfc> in this Life. Whilſt we are in the Body, 
* the Fleſh will Iuft againft the Spirit, and in many things 
* we ſhall offend all. The Life of a Chriſtian is a con- 
tinued ſtate of Repentance : and he muit be too much 
opiniated of himſelf, that refuſes to conclude with St. Au- 
« ouſtine ; * That our Righteouſneſs in this Life, confiſteth ra- 
« ther in the Remiſſion of our Sins, than in the Perſedtion of 
* our Vertue. 

In a word ; the ſum of our Difference as to this Point, 
ſcems to be this. Our Church by Juſtification, underſtands 
only the Remiſſion of cur Sins : We diſtinguiſh it from San- 
Aification, which conſiſts in the produ@ion of the ITabit of 
Righteouſneſs in us. We believe our fins are pardoned only 
through the Merits of Chriſt imputed to us. And for the 
reſt, we fay, that this Remiſton of Sins is given only to 
thoſe that repent; that is, in whom the Holy Spirit pro- 
duces the Grace of Santificaticn, for a true Righteouſneſs 
and Holineſs of Life. 

The Church of R:me comprehends under the Notion of 
Tuſtificatiin, not only the Remiſſion of Sins, but alſo the pro- 
duttion of that inherent Righteouſneſs, which we call Saudti- 
featicn, They ſuppoſe with us, that our Sins are forgiven 
only by the Satisfa&tion of Jeſus Chriit. But then as they 
make that inward Righteouſneſs a part of Juftification too ; 
ſo by conſequence, they ſay our Fa/tification it ſelf is wrought 
alſo by our own god Works, 


It 


Of Fuſtification. 
[t appears by this, that were theſe things clearly ſtated, 
and diſtinguiſh'd the one from the other, the difference be- 


*# tween us, conſidered only in the [dea, would not be very 


® great : And that we might fately allow whatſoever Mon- 
Z# ficur de Meaux has advanced upon this point, provided it be 
Z but well and rightly explained ; though in ſome things he 
# has expreſſed himſelf after a manner unuſual among us ; 
X and which we ſuppoſe not ſo intirely conformable to the 
| Expreſſions of Holy Scripture. 
- The ſum of all is this : Chriſt died, and by that Death 
# /atisfed the Juſtice of God for us. God therefore chrough 
Z the Merits of his Son, freely forgives us all ovr Sins, and 
offers us a Covenant, of Mercy and Grace. , Ey this Co- 
venant,founded only upon the Death and Merits of Chriſt, 
| he ſends us his Holy Spirit, and calls us powerfully to 
® Repentance. If we awake and anſwer this Call, then God 


7 by his free Goodneſs juſtifies us : that is, he pardons our 


Sins paſt, gives us Grace more and more to fulfill his 
Commands for the time to come ; and if we perſevere in 
this Covenant crowns us finally with Eternal Life. And 
all this he is pleaſed to do,” not for any thing which we 
have, or can perform , but only through the Merits and 
Satisfaition of his Son by Faith applied to us. 

This is the Foundation wherein Monſieur de Meaux 
ſeems content to agree with us. We go on to ſee how the 
following Doctrine will ſtand upon this Foundation, 


ARIC FL 
Of Merits. 


OR what concerns the Merits of Good Works, we arc 
content to accept of Monſicur de Meaux's Expoſition; 

** That Eternal Life ought to be propoſed to Men as the 
© Grace of God mercifully beſtow'd upon us through Je: 
* ſus Chriſt, and as a recompence that is faithfully ren- 
* dred 


Ezek. 18. 20. 


De Fuſtif. 1.5. 
C. 17. Vaſquez 
in D. Th 1.:x 
qQ. 114. d. 
214. C. 5, 
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Of. Merits. 
* dred ito. their good Works, and to the merits of them Zy 
© vertue of Gods Promiſe. 

 The- word Merit we acknowledg to have. been very 
antient in the Church ; and tho'to prevent thoſe miſtakes 
which many in theſe latter ages have made on occaſi- 
on of that expreſſion, we think it ſafer to diſcourſe more 
reſervedly of the Merit, and preſs more ſtrongly the Nece/- 
fity of Good Works : Yet if it be underſtood fo as Mon- 
ſieur de Meaux expounds it, That all our Merit derives its 
force only from the Merits of Jeſus Chriſt, who works in 
us both to will and to do; and when we have done, renders 
by the fame Merits our Good Works acceptable to God, 


and available to our Eternal Life, we ſhall not be difficult: 


to allow -of it. | 

It this. be All the Church of Rome aſcribes to Good 
Works, that our Juſtification proceeds ab/o/utely from God's 
Bounty and Mercy,and but accidentally only (in as muchas 
God has tied himſelf by his Word and Promiſe to reward 
them.) from. our own Performances; we need no long ex- 
hortations to receive a Doctrine which we have always de- 
tended againſt ſuch of the Church of Rowe as have oppo- 
ſed/it, and\are not yet, that we know .of, cenſured, for 
their ſo doing, 

That which- we reje&t is, © That we-do as truly 
* and properly merit Rewards when we do well, as we 


* do merit, Puniſhment when we do ill: ſo fays the * 


Jeſuit Maldonate. © That our Good works do merit 
* Eternal Life condignly, n3t only by reaſon of God's 
* Covenant and Acceptation, but alſo by reaſon of the 
Work it ſelf ; ſo fays Cardinal Bellarmine. All which 
Vaſquez ſums up in the three following Concluſions ; 
* x. That the Good Works of juſt Perſons are of them: 
* ſelves, without any Covenant or Acceptation , worthy 
* of the reward of Eternal Life , and have an equal 
* value of Condignity to the obtaining of Eternal 


* Glory. 2. That there comes #o acce/ſton of Dignity to 


* the 
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Of Merits. 
*the Works of juſt Perſons by the Merits or Perſon of 


* Chriſt, which the ſame would not otherwiſe have, if they 
* had been done by the ſame Grace beſtowed freely by 


XZ © indeed annex'd to the Works of juſt Men, but yet be- 
3 © longs no way to the Merit of them, but cometh rather 
= *© to the Works themſelves, which are already not only wor- 
* © thy, but meritoriods alſo. From all which he draws this 


*QUALRECOMPENCEANDREWARD, therezs no 
* need that any other condign Merit, ſuch as that of 
* Chriſt , ſhould interpoſe, to the end that Eternal Life 
* might be rendred to them. Wherefore we never 
«* pray to God that by the Merits of Chriſt, the Reward 
* of Eternal Life may be given toour worthy and merito- 
* rious Works ; but that Chriſt's Grace may be given to 
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F * us, whereby we may be enabled WOR THILY To ME- 


©RIT THISREWARD. 
3 This is that Dodtrine of good Works which we moſt 
'Z juſtly do deteſt : And if the Opinion of the Church of 
= Rome be fo diretly oppoſite to it as Monſieur Je Meaux 


'& profeſſes, we are a little ſurpriſed that no Index Expurga- 


torius, no authentick Cznſure, has ever taken notice of fo 
dangerous a Prevarication, But contrary-wiſe, theſe are 
the great Authors of their Party, approved, embraced, and 
almoſt adored, by the Greateſt and moſt Learned of that 
Communion. 


b Theſe are the Principles which we ſuppoſe to have 


been an unwarrantable derogation to the Grace of God, 


I and direaly oppoſite to the nature of JuS7ification by 


7 Faith in Chriſt, before eſtabliſhed. And though this point 
was far from being the oxy canſe of our Separation from 
their Communion, yet let ' Mr. Je Meaux himſelf pleaſe 
to ſay, whether fuch a DoErine of Merits as this were 


not ſufficient, if not to engage us wholly to leave a 
as Church 


* God alone without Chriſt. 3. That God's Promiſe is © 5: 


remarkable Corollary ; Seeing, © THE WORKS OF JUST pj. 222, c:3. 
« MEN Do MERIT ETERNAL LIFE, A$SAN F-1n.39,3\. 
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See above, 


Of Satisfations, Indulgences, and Purgatory. 


Church that taught ſuch things, yet at leaſt to diſſent from 
her in theſe Particulars, 


ARTIC. VI. 
Of Satisfalions, Indulgences, and Purgatory. 
Sect. 1. Of Satisfattions. 


HE whole of this Point we think to be the advance- 

ment of a Doctrine grounded upon no Authority of 

Holy Scripture, but on the contrary, derogatory to God's 

Mercy in Jeſus Chriſt, and, as the DoQtrine of Merits be- 

fore conſidered, inconſiſtent with the nature of that Juſti- 
fication we before eſtabliſh'd. 

Monſieur de Meaux was pleaſed there to tell us, of God's 


only covered, but entirely done away by his Miycy ; and the 
Sinner not only reputed, but made juſt by his Graze. We can- 
not but be troubled to ſee our ſelves fo ſoon deprived of 
this excellent Hope; and required our ſelves to fatisfy 
God's Juſtice here, which he aſſured us was entirely done 
for us by Chriſt betore. 
q When Chriſt, ſays Monſicur de Meanx, who alone was 
« able to make a ſufficient Satisfation for our Sins, died * 
* for us ; having by his Death abuncantly ſatisfied for * 
* them, he became capable of applying that..Satisfaion Þ 
* to us after two very different manners ; Either by gi» 3% 
« ving us an entire Forgiveneſs of our Sins, without reſer- 
« ving any Pains for us to undergo for them ; or in chang- | 
«* ing only a greater Pain into a leſler, the Eternal Tor- # 
ments of Hell into'a Temporal ' Puniſhment. 
*'The former of theſe being the more. zutire, and 
* the more agreeable to the Divine Goodneſs, he accor- * 
* dingly makes uſe of it at our Baptiſm: But we # 
ſuppoſe hie gives the ſecond only to them who. after | 
Raptiſm 


juſtifying us freely for Chriſt's Merits : Ti » eos are not 


© Df Satisfafttons. 
Baptiſm fall again into fin ; being in a manner forced 
to it through the Ingratitude whereby they have abu- 
ſed his former Giits, fo that they are to ſuffer ſome 
Temporal pain, tho the Eternal be remitted to them. 
This is a very great Do@trine, and ought certainly 
to have ſome better Proof of it, than barely We /«p- 
poſe. However it be, our Church has declared its 
felf of an opinion direAly contrary ; That fince the 
abſolute forgiving of Sin is Confeſſed to be the more 
perfect way, and more becoming the Divine Good- 
neſs; and that God has never, that we know of, re- 
vealed anggother ; but rather has conſtantly encoura- 
ged us to expect his Pardon after the largeſt and moſt 
ample manner that it is poſſible for words to ſet forth; 
We are perſuaded that accordingly whenever God 
do's etdoat it is in that way which is the moſt ſuit- 
able to his Divine Goodneſs, and which alone he hath 
declared to us, that he do's it intirely for ChriſPs Me- 
rits, not for any Works or Sufferings of our own, 

"In vain therefore does Monſieur de Meaux labour to 
reconctle this Dofrine with Chriſt's abſolute Satiſ- 
faction, © We confeſs that we ought not to diſpute with 
* God the manner of his Diſpenſations ; Nor think it at 
* all ſtrange if he who ſhews himſelf ſo eafie at our Bap- 
* tiſm, is afterwards more difficult for thoſe Sins wbich 
* we commit being Baptized. There is nothing in all 
this but what we could moſt readily allow of, were 
there but any tolerable Arguments to eftabliſh the 
Dodrine that requires it. 

But whilſt this is ſo deſtitute of all Proof, that it 


' 1s acknowledged to introduce a manner of forgiveneſs 


neither fo i»tire, ' nor ſo befitting God's Mercy as a to- 
tal remiſlion of the Puniſhment, together with the 


Guilt ; whilſt we have the Sufferings of Chriſt to re- 
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Concil, Trid. 
Sell. 14 c. 8. 


L. r. de purg. 
E. 14. 


0f  Satisfafions. 

ly upon, which are ſo far from needing any addi- 
tion of our own, that they are Confeſſed to have 
been Sper-abundant to whatever the divine Juſtice 
could- require of us; Tho we can and do practiſe 
the ſanfe Diſcipline for the other benefits of it, viz. To 
ſhew our Indignation againſt our ſelves that we have 
offended, and to keep us from ſinning for the future ; 
yet we cannot be ſo forgetful of our dear Maſter, as to 
pretend to any part of that Redemption, but only to 
enjoy the benefits of that forgiveneſs, which by his 
alone Merits he has intirely purchaſed for us ; nor do 
we ſee any reaſon to believe that God's Juſtige will re- 
quire any more, than what has been Super-2hundantly 
paid upon the Croſs for the Iniquities of mankind, 

'Tis true, Monſieur Je Meaux tells us, © That the 
'* neceſſity of this Payment does nit ariſe from any de- 
* feft in Chriſt's Satisfation,. but from a.certam Order 
* which God has eſtabliſhed for a ſalutary Diſcipline and 
* to keep us from offending, 

This indeed were ſomething, would either Mon- 
ſieur de Meaux have been pleaſed to thew us this E- 
ftabliſhment, or had not. the Council, of Zrent decla- 
red more, viz. That the Juſtice of God requires it. x 
* and that therefore the Confeſſors ſhould be charged 
* to proportion the Satisfaction to the Crime. From 
whence Cardinal Be/larmine concludes, © That it is 


* We who properly ſatisfy for our own Sins, and_ that 


«* Chriſt's Satisfattion. fres only to make ours valid: 
This is an Expoſition ſomewhat different from Mon- 
fieur de Meaux's, -who will have the Church of Rowe 
believe, © That we do not our ſelves ſatisfie in the leaſt 
* for our Sins, but only apply. the infinite Satisfaftian of 

* Chriſt to them. "FI! 
Upon the whole it appears, 1. That theſe Penan- 
Ces 
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Of Indulgences. 27 


ces.are not only a Salutary Diſcipline , but a Satiſ- 
faftion too. 2. They change the Mercy of God into 
a Forgiveneſs , that is confeſſed neither to be in its 
ſelf Perfef, nor ſo becoming the Divine Goodneſs as an 
intire Remiſſion of Sin, the Puniſhment as well as 
Guilt, would be. 3. Their Eſtabliſhment depends on- 
ly upon a humane Suppofition of its fitneſs ; and dero- 
gates from the very Foundation of that Covenant 
God has entred into with us by Chriſt, © That he wil Hebr.c.8.v.12. 
* be merciful to our Vnrighteouſneſs, and our Sins and 
© our Iniquities he will remember no more. Upon all 
which accounts, tho we practiſe thisDiſcipline for ma- 
ny other benefits of it,and wiſh it were univerſally e- 
ſtabliſhed,not only ina more perfe& manner than ei- 
ther in Qurs or Their Church it is,buteven in a ſtrit- ©,rech. conc. 
neſs equal to what they tell us it is fallen from ; yet Trid. . 
we cannot believe, that by any of theſe things we 

are able: to make-a true and proper Satisfatign to 

God for Sin ; which he only could do, © who Z7im- Hebr. 10. 14. 
* (elf bore our Sins in his own Body upon the Croſs, and 


* © by that one Suffering, for ever perfected them that 


« are Santtified. 


S.E CT. IL 
Of Indulgences. 


T5 E Doctrine of ' Indulgences the Council of 
4 Trent has alerted only, not explained : Mon- 
fieur de Meaux has ſtated it after 3 manner fo favour- 
able to us, that I am perſuaded he will find more in 
his own Church than in ours to oppoſe his Doctrine. 


I z It 
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Of Indulgences. 


It was the Diſcipline of the Primitive Church.when 
the Biſhops impoſed ſevere Penances on the .Offen- 
ders,and that they were almoſt quite performed ; if 
ſome great. cauſe of pity chanced to arrive, or an ex- 
cellent Repentance,or danger 'of Death,or ſome Mar- 
tyr pleaded in behalf 'of the Penitent, the Biſhop did 
ſometimes ndulge him, that is, Did relax the remain-' 
ing part of his Penance, and give him Abſolution, 

Monſieur de Meaux having this 'Patern before his 
Eyes,frames the Indulgences now. uſed in the Church 
of Rome exactly according_to it. ** When the Church, 


© fays he, impoſes upon Sinners hard and laborious- Pe- 


& nances,and that with Fumility-they undergo them;this 
* we call Satisfaction ; and when having regard either. to 
* the fervonur of the Penitents,' or to. ſome other good 
« works which ſhe preſcribes, ſhe relaxes ſome' part of the. 
« Puniſhment yet remaining ;T his i called Indulgence. : 


mo paſs:/by for the preſent thoſe abuſes that-are: 


every day made of theſe Indulgences,and which both 
the Council and Monſieur de Meaux ſeem willing to 
have redreſſed : ſuch eſſential differences we'conceive 
there are between the Indulgences of the Primitive, 
and thoſe of the Rowan Church, that tho we readily 
enough embrace \the One, yet we..cannot but re- 
nounce and condetnn the'Other. © *- 

In the Primitive Church theſe Indulgences were 
Matters of meer Dj{cipline;as the, Prnances allo were ; 
the One to correct the Sinner, and to give others cau- 
tion that they might not eaſfly offend 5 the Other" to 
encourage the Penitent to honour the Martyr that th- 
terpoſed for his Forgiveneſs, or to prevent his dying 
without- Abſo/ution. In the Church of Rome they. are 
founded upon an;Errour-in Doctrine ; that as their 
Penance is not matter of Diſcipline, only to corre&t 
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Of Indulgences. 


the Sinner, but to be undergoneas a Satisfaction to be 
made to God tor the Sin ; ſo. their Indulgence is nor 
given-as Monſieur! de Meaux expounds it, upon any 
conſideration had of the fervour of the Penitent,to ad- 
mithim to Abſolution whith he has already received, 
but by the application of the Merztrs of their Saints, 
who they ſuppoſe have undergone more temporal Pu- 
niſhments than their Sins have deſerved, to take off 


_ that Pain ,' which notwithſtanding their 4b/o/ution, 


the Sif8er ſhouldotherwiſe haveremaimed liable to. 
In the Primirive Chorch ,"the(Bitkdp received the 
Peniterit/to”Abſolution,and'thitxemphywtieſs of his 
Repentince, or the/intefcelfion'sf the-Martyr that 
ſupplicated for him, was the-only conſideration they 
had for-the Indutgence.lnthe Church of Rome the In- 
duſgence'is to be had) fromthe Pope only, in whoſe 
Hands the Merits sf theif\ Saints lie the overplus of 
which are, they -ſay\'rhe Freaſure of  th&Church, to be 
diſpenſed upon all occaſions to ſuch as want,and upon 
ſuch Terms as his Holineſsſhall think fit to propoſe. 

In the Primitive Church'theſe Indulgences were 
very rare,given only upon ſome ſpecial occaſions,and 
the Biſhop ngyer relaxed the remainder of thePenance 
he had impoſed,till the Penitenr had performed a con- 
ſiderable part ofit,and ſhew'd by his Contritiod; that 
it ha®qbraiaet the offedt- of -bringing/him, "18 a:{<ſt 
of ' his Sinzand-a hegrey:Repentance tor-irzwhich was 
the:end-they deſfigiied byratl.-In the Roman Church: 
they: are-cry'd abour the Streets, hung up' in Tables 
over every Church: door, proſtituted for Money,ofter'd 
to all: Cuſtomers; tor-themſelves,or tor their Friends ; 
tor the Dead as well as the Living : and to viſit three 
Churches,fay a Prayer before this Altar,at the other 
Saints Monument, in a third Chappel,is without more 
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30 Of Purgatory. 
ado,through the extraordinary Charity that Church 
hath for Sinners,declared ſufkient to take off what- 
y ſuch Puniſhment is due for all the Sins of a whole 
Lite. 
And here then let Monſteur de Meaux in conſcience 

tell -us,”* 7s all. this no more than to releaſe ſome part of , 
* the remaining Penance, in confideration of the fervour 
* of the Peniteut in performing the reſt 2 Such Par- 
_ _— we do ir ar venRegin i x7 rms 
* i946) fopd things, vainly invented, and grounded « 

pris _ wh Authority of Holy Seriptare, but indeed re = 
* t6 God's Word. But for the reſt, we profeſs our ſelves 
ſo far from being enemies to the Ancient Diſcipline of 
the Church, that we heartily wiſh to ſee it revived ; 
And whenever the Penances fhall be reduced to their for- 
mer pradtice,ve ſhall be ready to give or receive ſuch an, 
Indulgence, as Monſicurde Meaux has deſcribed, and 
as the Primitive Ages of the Church allaw'd of. | 


SECT. IL. 
Of Purgatory. 


| | the Temporal Pains which they ſuppoſe due 
[to Sin,hasyet another Error conſequent upan it. 
That ſince every man-muſt. undergo them according 
tothe proportion of his Sinsif any one chance'todye 
before he has ſo done, he'cannot paſs direaly into 
Heaven,but muſt undergo theſe Puniſhments firſt in 
the other Life;and the place where theſe Puniſhments 

are: undergone, they call Pxrgatory. 
. So that the Dotrine then of Purgatory,relies up» 
on that Satisfaction which we our ſelves are to _ 
| or 
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Of Purgatory. 


for our ſins, beſides what Chriſt has done for us : And 
according to the meaſure that that is, either true or 
falſe, certain or uncertain, this muſt be ſo too : Since 
therefore Monſieur Je Meanx tells us only, that the 
Church of Rome ſuppoſesthe former to be true, they 
can only ſuppoſe the latter in hke manner, and there- 
fore till they are able certainly to aſſure us of that, 
we ſhall ſtill/have reafor: to doubr-of this. 

That the Primitive Church trom the very ſecond 
Century, made Prayers for the Dead, we do not deny ; 
Bae, that theſe Prayers were to deliver them out of 
Purgatory, this we ſuppoſe Monfieur de Meaux him- 
ſelf will not avow ; it being certain that they were 
made for the beſt Men, for the Holy Apoſtles, the 
Martyrs and Confeſfors-of the Church, nay for the 
Bleſſed - Virgin her' ſelf, all which at.the ſame time 


= 4 they thooght in happineſs, and who the Papiſts them- 


ſelves tell us never toucht at Purgatory. - | 
Many were the private Opinions which the partt- 
cular Chriſtians of od had concerning the-reaſon and 
Deg of- Praying for the Dead. Sothe then; as we do 
at his day; only gavethanks to God for their Faith 
and their Examples: Others prayed! for them, either 
for the Bodies ReftrreFion, of for their acquitting #t 
the final Fudgient, as ſirxppoſing it to be no way unfit 
to pray to God for thoſe very Bleſlings which he has 
abſolutely promiſed and reſolved to give. Some 
thought an Increaſe of Glory might be obtained to 
the Righteous by their Prayers. All believed this, that 
it teſtified their hope of them, and manifeſted their 


Faith of that Future ReſurreQtion which they waited 
FT tor ; and inthe mean time maintained a kind of Fel- 
*X& lowlhip and Communion between the Members of 


Chriſt yet alive,and thoſe who were departed only, 
not loſt by Death. But 
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Of Purgatory. 


But then it is to be obſerved, that when they moſt 
ordinarily prayed for the Dead, yet was there nothing 
determined as to this other Point ; all was left to the 
Piety and Opinion of particular Men, nor durſt they: 
abſolutely refolve whether the Dead received any be- 
nefit by them z as.both the learned of the Ciurch of 
Rome themſelves confeſs, and the Writings of Primi- 
tive Antiquity, even to St. Augyſtine, himſelf, un- 
doubtedly ſhew. | x 

Now as there 15.none of us that will condemn the; 
Charity of any Man, to Pray, or Faſt, or Afﬀlithim- 
ſelf for the-Pardon.;and Forgiveneſs of his Friends, 
his Country, or his Church, ſoit. be done withoutany. 
fond Opinion of Merit or Satisfattion,and to hope too 


_ ſuch Prayers to obtain God's Mercy for them : $0 
it 


any one will put up his particular Requeſts for the 
Dead too, forany of thoſe Ends for which the Primi- : 
tive Chriſtians did,we ſhall not condemn him;Ooly | 
let not that be made an Article of our Faith which 
we can never. be. aſſured of, and which when it was - 
moſt-practiſed ,, was received-only as ' a private Opie 
»iox, and-in a Senſe -far different from what is ny 
aſlerted ; And. for the reſt, We ſhall not refuſe to con- > 
ſent to: any Liberty whereby Peace may.be obtained, and 
our free Juſtification by Faith in Chriſt not injured, 
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PART II. 


OF THE 


SACRAMENTS. 


ARTICLE VIIL 


Of the Sacraments in General. 


ij LH E Dodtrine of the Sacraments has always 
po been eſteemed one of the moſt conſiderable . 


Ia 


Obſtacles to our Union with the Church of 
; Rome. We cannot imagine why Monſieur 
de Meaux ſhould infinuate as if our Diſputes about 
theſe, except it be in the point of the Euchariſt,were 
not ſo great as about other Matters,unleſs it be to ſerve 
for an excuſe for his own paſling ſo lightly over them, 
or to make us leſs careful in examining theirDoftrine. 
The Sacraments of the New Teſtament, in that 
proper ſenſe in which we now take the Word,we have 
always look'd upon to be not only © Holy Signs to 
* repreſent and confirm to us the Grace of God, but 
*alſo efftetnal Tokens of his good Will to us,by which 
* he does work inviſibly in us, and ſtrengthen and 
** confirm our Faith in him. 
To obtain the benefit of the Holy Sacraments, we 
cannot believe it to be enough that we have zo 2/1 


K diſpoſe 
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England. 
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* So our Ch. 
Carechiſm. 
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diſpofition,but do ſuppoſe that it is a ſufficient Obſtacle 
if we have not a good ove. We confeſs that the Faith 
of the Church, and thoſe who preſent them to Bap- 
tiſm, is all that is required to prepare Infants to re- 
ceive the ſpiritual Regeneration which that Sacrament 
confers. But for thoſe who by Age are capable of it, 
we fuppoſe both in Baptiſm and in the holy Euchariſt, 
an actual Faith of God's Promiſe annexed to the out- 
ward Signs which we receive, to be indiſpenſibly ne- 
ceflary a the partaking of their Effet. 

And tho if the reſt be agreed, we ſhall not deſire to 
determine any Man's beliet, as to the manner how the 
Sacraments confer that Grace which God has promi- 
ſed by them ; yet we judg it more agreeable to the 
Analogy of our Faith to ſay, That upon the perform- 
ance of the eutward Ceremony, God beſtows the in- 
ward Bleſſing ; than that the Bleſſing is conferr'd by 
virtue of the Words which are pronounced, and the aftion 
which is done to us, as Monfieur de Meaux has ex- 
pounded it. 

We do not by this at all take off fronrthe neceſlity 
of the outward Signs. We confefs, © That beſides the 
* inward Preparation, there is required for our Sandti- 
* fication a ſpecial operation of the Holy Spirit, and an 
* application of Chriſt's Merits by the means of the Holy 
* Sacraments. This we are ſo perſuaded of, that we 
profeſs them to be * zeceſſary to Salvation, infomuch 
that whoſoever either careleſly negleds, or preſump- 
tuouſly defpiſes the uſe of them, will in vain expe 
it by any other means. , 

For the number of the Sacraments, we acknowledg 
only two as generally neceſſary to Salvation;& are ſurpri- 
zed to ſee theCounci) of7rent damning all fuch as will 
not receive a number, which neither has the Scripture 


any 


_> 
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any where declared ; nor was it, that we know of, till 
the very 12th Century ever heard of in the Church. 
* Flugo de St. Vittor is the firſt that we can find it in, K.. _ _ 
1130 Years after Chriſt ;f Lombard and the School- + r;v.,' Sen. 
men follow'd him. Pope || Eugenius in his inſtructi- Diſt. 2. 
ons to the Armenians gave yet more-countenance to-it; | 4 1439: 
but that all thoſe Ceremonies which the Church of ety 
Rome now receives are truly and properlySacraments, 
and that there be neither more nor leſs than Seven,ne- 
ver any one abſolutely determined,till the Council of 
Trent firſt Canonically decreed it, and commanded 
the Church under an Azathema to receive it. 
The ſpecial conſideration of their fue pretended Sa- 
craments, will give us an opportunity more particular- 
ly to eſtabliſh that number we our ſelves propoſe. 
This preſumption of the Truth we muſt not omit 
here, That not only the Ancient Fathers of the 
Church when they ſpeak of the Sacraments properly 
as we now do, mention only Baptiſm and the Lord's 
Supper;but even the Papiſts themſelves who eſtabliſh 
more,yet confeſs theſe to be ſo far the Principal,that 
our own Article ſays but little more,than what their 
greateſt Schoslmen have voluntarily confeſled. 


ml — 


ARLIGLE:I 
Of Baptiſm. 


[4 OW fſtri& our Church is in maintaining the 
neceſſity of Baptiſm, the very Office by which 
We declar: 


— 
See Our Un 


we do adminiſter it, ſufficiently ſhews. 


that * all Men are conceived and born in Sin, and that 5.1. now 
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* wdne can-enter into the Kingdom of Godjexcept he be 
* regenerate,and born a-new of Water,and of the Spirit. 
.This is the Law of Chriſt which the Eternal 'Truth 
has eſtabliſhed ; and whoſoever ſhall preſume to op- 
poſe it, tet him be Anathema, f | 
But now as all other Laws, ſo this of Chriſt,muſt, 
'we think, be interpreted according to the rules of na- 
tural Equity. The Ancient Church conſtantly pro- 
feſſed her belief,that Martyrdom excuſed the defe&t 
of Baptiſm.Many 'of the Papiſts themfelves ſappoſe, 
that the defire of it,when by ſome unavoidable necef- 
ſity the Sacrament it ſelf cannot be obtained;ſhall be 
reputed for if Monſieur de Meanx infinuates, that 
the Aits of Faith, Hope, and Charity, may ſupply the 


* Ep. 70. if it Want of it. * St. Bernard plainly concludes the fame, 


be indeed his. ** If, ſays he,.a Man defrrous of Baptiſm be ſuddenly 
« cut off by Death, in whom there wanted neither 


* ſound Faith, nor devout Hope,nor ſincere Charity ; 
*God be merciful unto me, and pardon me if 1 err, 
© but verily of ./ach a Ones Salvation: in whom there 1s 
© xv-other defect but his faultleſs lack of Baptiſmgdeſpair 
* 7 canyot, nor induce my Mind to think his Faith 
* void, his Zope confounded,and his Charity fallen to 
* nothing, only becauſe he hath not that whieh #0: 
* Contempt, but Impoſſibility with-holdeth. | 
When therefore ſo many ways have been allowed 
to excuſe the defe&t of - Baptiſm; tho our Chyrch has 
rather taken all imaginable care that Infants ſhall not 
die without it, than preſumed raſhly to determine 
what ſhall become of them if they do; yet we cannot 
bur condemn the uncharitablenefs of the C'urch of 
Rome, in Excluding them ſrom all part in Feſus Chriſt, 
and denying that Mercy to a tender and imporent 
Age, which they ſo liberally extend to thoſe of riper 
Years. * ; If 


«of at * me ,* % 
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If not the Wart but the Contempt? of this Sacrament 

be the only thing that 1s damnable, to be ſure no 

Contempt of Baptiſm can be in them." If the deſire 

of Baptiſm in thoſe that are capable ot it, is by many 

of their own Church confeſſed to be reputed tor Bap- 

eiſm; why ſhall we not hope that God who is all mer- 

ciful,will accept the Defrre of the Church and of their 

Parents in thei? behalf, who by their Age are not ca- 
pable to have any of their own. * If Fazth,Z7»pe, and ge TE 7 
Charity, as Monſieur de Meaux himſelf mnplics, may before. 
excuſe them who actually have theſe Graces,tho they 

want this Sacrament .; why. may not tlfat Faith,that 

Hope, that Charity of the Church,which being im- 

puted to them renders them capable of Baptiſm, be 

as effectual to ſtand inſtead of it to them, as their 

owin proper Faith for Others, if a neceſiity which 

could 'not be avoided prevents 1t ? 

In a word, Since ſuch is the Mercy of God,that to 

things altogether impoſlible he bindeth no Man ; but 

where what he Commands cannot be performed, ac- 

cepteth of our Will to-do it inſtead -of the Deed. 

2:58eing God's Grace is not ſo abſolutely tyed to the 
S$acraments,but that many exceptions have been,and 

are {till confeſſed to be ſufficient to obtain it, without 

the external Application of them : Secing, 3. St. Paul 1 Cor. 7: 
has told us that the Seed of faithful Parentage is Holy 
fromthe very Birth as being born within the Covenant 

of Grace ; Tho we determine nothing, yet we think + See Cafſan 
it the part of Charity,not only to take all the care we Conſutr. = 
can to preſent our [nfants to Baptiſm whilſt they live, Art. 9. & de 
but if by any unavoidable neceſſity they ſhould die —_— —_— 
without, + to Hope well of them : Remembring many others of 
that Judgment of God, Exod. 4. who when Mzſes —_ 
neglected to Circumcite his Son, ſpared the C m IN ame Opinion 
eilat 
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that he was innocent, but ſought to kill Moſes for 
his Careleſneſs in the Omiſſion. 

A neceſlity therefore of Baptiſm we conſtantly 
maintain ; but abſolutely to determine that all thoſe 
who die without it, are excluded from the Grace of 

 Chriſt,neither will Monſieur de Meaux preſume todo 

of Men,nor dare we much leſs fo affirm it of Infants. 

The Lutherans condemn the Anabaptiſts for refuſing 

Baptiſm altogether to Children, which we alſo con- 

demn-in them. But that therefore they make-go al- 

lowance for extraordinary Caſes, where both'the 

Church and the Parents deſired to have Baptized 

them,only that ſome unavoidableAccident prevented 

Conſult.Art.g, it» neither did Caſſander believe, nor do the terms of 

their Confeſſion at all require. For the Calvinifts, fo 

far were they from being the Authors of this charita- 

ble opinion towards Infants dying unbaptized, That 

F _— - many of the moſt Eminent men of the Church of F Rome 
—_ 3} hee long before them maintained the ſame. 

thers. To conclude, If Monſieur Je Meaux himſelf do's in 

good earneſt believe the danger ſo great as he pre- 

tends ; may he then pleaſe to conſider,What we are to 

judg of thoſe who in ſo many places have not left any Mi- 

niſters at all to confer this Sacrament. For our parts we 

muſt freely declare we think their hazard to be infi- 

nitely greater than either the Children or their Pa- 

rents ; who are fo far from that indifference Mon- 

| fieur de Meaux molt injuriouſly charges them with, 

that in places where publick Miniſters reſide, that 

they have the opportunity to do it, they fail not with 

all imaginable care to Preſent them in-the Ambaſſa- 

dor's Chappels to Baptiſm, if they have but the leaſt 

apprehenſion that they are not in a condition to be 


carried to their own Temples. 
t ARTI 


ARTICES © 
Of Confirmation. 


3 We clear our way to that particular Examination 
** weare to make of the following pretended Sa- 
T7 craments of the Roman Church, it will be neceſfary to 
2X obſerve, that by their own Confeſſion theſe three 
things are abſolutely required to the Eſſence of a true 
I Sacrament. 1. Chriſt's Tuſtitution. 2. An outward 
Rand =_— Sign. 3- An inward and ſpiritual Grace, by 
hriſt's Promiſe annexed to that Sign. 


* Wecannot but admire, that neither in the Council 


4.» 


Q br . . * . 
of 7rent, or in the Catechiſm made by its Order, is 


here any Attempt to prove either of theſe from the 

Holy Scripture as to the Point of Confirmation. It 

as ſo much the more neceſlary to have done this, in 

hat Many of the greateſt Note in the Roman Curch 

"Fad denied the Divine Inſtitution of it ; and ſome of 

Fthem were approved by the ZZoly See it ſelf that did 

"Jt. 7he outward Sign has been none of the leaſt Con- 

Froverſies that have exerciſed their own Pens: and in- 

Mced ſince they have laid aſide that of /mpoſetion of 

ands which they confeſs the Apoſtles uſed ; it was 

ut reaſonable'to have ſhewn us ſome Authority for 

at other they have eſtabliſhed in its ſtead. What 

onſieur de Meaxx expounds, is a clear Vindication 

gf our Practice, but defends nothing of their own 
"Docarine. 

XZ That we think it to have been an Ancient Cuſtom 


the Church , and which the very Apoſtles them- 
{elves 


Of. Penance and Confej, n. 


ſelves praQtiſed, to /ay Fands on thoſe that had been 
baptized ; and in imitation whereof we our ſelves at 
this day do the like, the Conſtitutions of our Church 
ſufficiently declare. 

We confeſs that the uſe of Chriſm in Confirmation 
was very Ancient, yet ſuch as we deny to have been 
Apoſtolical. We do not our ſelves uſe it, yet were that 
all the difference between us, we ſhould be tar from 
judging thoſe that did. | 

The Diſcipline of our Church allows none that is 
not of the Epiſcopal Order to Confirm. And for the 
benefit of it, as the Biſhop prays to God for his Holy 
Spirit to aſſiſt us in the way of Virtue and Religion, to 
Arm us againſt Temptation, and to enable us to keep 
our Baptiſmal Covenant which we then (our ſelves re- 
peat, and )) in the Preſence of the Church openly ratify 
and confirm: So we Piouſly hope that the Bleſſing of 
the Holy Spirit deſcends upon us, through his Prayer, 
for all theſegreat Ends; both to ſtrengthen the Grace 
we already have, and to jncreaſe it in us to a more 
plentiful degree. 


ARTICLE XL 
Of Penance and Confeſſion. 


OR Penance and Confeſſion, we wiſh our Diſcipline 
were both more ſtrictly required,and more duly 
obſerved than it is, The Canons of our Church do per- 
haps require as much as thePrimitiveChriſtians them- 
ſelves did : and it is more the decay of Ptety in the 
People, than any want of Care in her, that they are 
not as well and regularly practiſed. We 
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We donot believe Perance to be a Sacrament after the 
ſame manner that Baptiſm and the Holy Euchariſt are ; 
becauſe neither do we find any Divine Command for it, 
nor is there any Sygn in iteſtabliſhed by Chriſt, to which 
his Grace is annexed. We ſuppoſe that ifthe ancient Church 
had eſteemed 1t any thing more than a part of Chriſtian 
Diſcipline, they would not have preſumed to make ſuch 
changesinit.asin the feveral Ages it is evident they did. 

The Primitive Chriſtians interpreting thoſe places of 


* St, Matthew and St. Fohr, which Monſieur de Mearx * war. 18 18. 
mentions, of publick. Diſcipline, and to which we ſuppoſe JÞbn 29: 23- 


with them they principally at leaſt, if not only refer, at 
firi# praftiſed no other. For private Faults, they exhor- 
ted their Penitents to Conteſs them to God, and unleſs 
{ome particular Circumſtances required the Communnica- 
tion of them to the Prieſt, plainly Gignified that that Con- 
feſſion was not only in it ſelf ſafficient, but in effe& was 
more agreeable to Holy Scripture, than any other. 

If the Conſcience indeed were too much burdened by 


ſome great Fault; or that the Crime committed was notori- 


ouſly Scandalows, then they -dviſed a Confeſſion to the 


Prieft too. ' But this was not to.every Prieſt, nor for him 
Jaſt to hear the Confeſſion, and then without more ado to 
ſay Labſolue thee; They preſcribed in every Church ſome 
wiſe Phylician of the Soul on purpoſe for this great Charge, 
that might pray with-the Penitent 3 might direct him what 
to do to obtain God's Favour ; might aflſt- him. in it ; 
and finally, after a long Experience, and a ſevere Judg- 

ment, give him Abſolution. | 
This was the praQtice of the Eaitern Church; till upon 
occaſion of a certain Scanda!i, NeFarins firſt began to wea- 
ken it in his Church at Conitantinople 5 and St. J. Chryſo- 
om his Saccelior:ſeconded him in it. They reduced the 
Prattice to whatit had been inthe Beginning ; that open 
and ſcandalous Sins ſhould be openly puniſhed by the = 
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lick Diſcipline of the Church, and the private be Con- 
felled only to God Almighty. 

Yet (ill the publick Confeſſion remained in the praQtice 
of the Weſtern Church. Pope Leol. to take away the gcca- 
ſions of Fear and Shame that kept many from the exerciſe 
of it, firſt order'd, that it ſhould be ſufficient to Confels 
to God and the Prieſt onl} 5 which is the firſt plauſible 
Pretence offered by them for Auricular Confeſſion. 

Thus this PraQtice, now ſet up for a Sacrament inſtitu- 
ted by our Saviour, and abſolutely neceſlary to obtain 
God's Pardon, firſt began. But the performance of it was 
yet left-to every Man's liberty. About 1215 Years after 
Chriſt, the Council of. Laterar firſt commanded it to be 
of neceſſary obſervance. But we donor find that till the 
Council of Trezt inthe laſt Age, it was ever recquired to 
be received abſolutely as a Sacrament of Divine Initituti- 
0n, and neceſſary to Salvation. 

This ſhort view of the praQtice of Antiquity in this point, 
may be ſufficient to ſhew, that unleſs it were the publick 
power of the Church to cenſure open and ſcandalons Of- 
fenders, which was the Key of Diſcipline our Bleſſed Savi- 
our left tot; for the reſt, ſeveral Churches and Ages had 


their ſeveral PraQtices, They adviſed private Confeſſion as 
- upon many accounts, which Monſieur de Meaux remarks, 


and which we willingly allow,very uſeful tothe Penitent : 
but it was not for above 1000 Years ever looked upon as 
abſolutely neceſſary, nor by Conſequence as Sacramental, 

The Church if England: retuſesno ſort of Confeſlion ei- 
ther publick or private, which may be any way neceſlary 
to the quieting of Mens Conſciences;z or tothe exerciſing 
of that Power of' binding and looſing, which our Saviour 
Chriſt has left to his Church. 

We have our Penitential Canons for publick Offenders: 
We exhort Men it they have any theleaſt doubt or Scru- 
ple, nay ſometimes tho they have none, but eſpecially 


Of Penance and Confeſſion. 
before they receive the Holy Sacrament, to confeſs their 
Sins. We propoſe to them the benefic not only of Ghoſtly 
'Advice how to manage their Repentance, but the great 


comfort of Abſolution too, as ſoon as they ſhall have com- 
pleated it. 


Our form of Abſolution after the manner of the Eaftern 


Church at this day, and of the Univerſal Church for above 
1200 Years, is Declarative rather than Abſolute. Whilſt we 
are unable to ſearch the Hearts of Men, and thereby infal- 
libly to diſcern the ſincerely Contrite from thoſe that are 
notz we think it Raſhneſs to pronounce a definitive Ser- 
tence in Gods Name, which we cannot be ſure that God will 
always confirm. 

When we viſit our Sick, we never fail to exhort them 
to make a ſpecial Confeſſzon of their Sins to him that mi- 
niſters tothem : And when they have done it, the Abſo- 
lution is ſo full, that the Church of Rozee it ſelf could 
not delire to add any thing toit. ; 

For the reſt ; We think it an neceſſary Rack to Mens 
Conſciences to oblige them where there is no Scruple, to 
reveal to their Confeſlor every the moſt ſecret Fault,even 
of Wiſh or Deſire, which the Church of Rome exatts: Nor 
dare we pronounce this Diſcipline Sacramertal, and zeceſ- 
ſary to Salvation ; {o that a contrite Sinner, who has made 
his Confeſhon to God Almighty, ſhall not receive a Par- 
don, unleſs he repeat it to the Prieſt too. 

This we muſt beg leave with aſſurance to ſay is direGly 
contrary tothe Tradition of the Church,and to many plain 
and undoubted places of Holy Scripture. And if this be all 
our Reformation be guilty of,that weadviſe not that which 
may torment and diſtrad, but isno way apt to ſettle Mens 
Conſciences z norrequire that as indiſpen(ibly necellary to 
Salvation,which we find no where commanded by God as 
ſuch, we aſſure Monſieur de Meaux we ſee no cauſe at all 
either to regret the Loſs, or to be aſhamed of the Change. 
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ARTICLE AXEL. 
Of Extream Unftion, 
Of all thoſe pretended Sacraments ofthe Roman Church 


that have no foundation in holy Scripture,this ſeems 
to ſtand the faireſt for it. Here is both an outward and vi- 
ſible Sign, and an inward and ſpiritual Grace tied to it, 
Inſomuch that Monſieur de Meanx himſelf, who never at 
tempted to fay any thing of it in the two foregoing In- 
ſtances, yet fails not to put us in mind of it in this. 

x James 5. To interpret rightly that place of St. James which is al- 
1415 HJedgedto prove it,we muſt remark, that anointing with Oy! 
was one of thoſe Ceremonies uſed by the Apoſtles in work- 
ing their miraculous Cures, Mark 6. 13. They cas# out De- 
vils, ſays the Evangeliſt, and anointed many ſick perſons with 
Ol, and cured them. Sometimes they uſed only Impoſitior 

of Hands, andſometimes they did it without either. 
Together with theſe outward Signs they uſually added 
Prayer too, ſome Invocation at leaſt in the Name of Jeſus 
Chriſt, as the more ſubſtantial & more effeCtual Aſſiſtance, 
So that St. James's DireQtion there, If any Man be ſich, 
< let hine call for the Elders of the Church, andlet them pray 
&< over him,anointing him with Oyl in the Name of the Lord, 
* and the Prayer of Faith ſhall ſave the Sick, andihe Lord 
&* hall raiſe him np; referring,as 1s evident, to thoſe miracy- 
lows Cures which the Apoſtles and their Succeffors in the 
Primitive Church wrought by ſach anointing. We look 
upon it, that the advice, inas much as it belonged to that, 
could neither have been the Inſtitution of a Sacrament at 
A vid.Sacram. All ; and chat, together with the miraculous power of 

Greg p56. Ec healing, it is now long fince ceaſed inthe Church. 

wean Monſieur de Meanx ought not to refuſe this Interpretati- 
annor. 3 MSS On :|| The Ancient Rituals of the Rowan Church for above 
=. cjuld: 8oo Years after Chriſt, ſhew that they eſteemed this to be 
| , the 
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the meaning of it ; they underſtand it plainly of bodily Cajer- Annor, 
Cures: and Cardinal Cajetaz himſelf freely confeſſes that 2 
it can belong to no other, 

Our Saviour and his Apoſtles, when they thus miracu- 
louſly healed the Infirmity of the Body, at the ſame time 
uſually forgave the Sin of the Soul too 5 For this cauſC 
St. James adds, © And IF he have committed Sins, they 
« ſhall be forgiven him. | 

Tho this extraordinary Power be now ceaſed both inthe 

. one and the other kind, yet we ſtill endeavour to perform 

whatever we are capable of on theſe occaſions; Weſend 

for the Elders of the Church when we are lick, they pray 

over us; if we ſtand charged with any private Sins,or pub- 

lick Cenſures, we confeſs them to them, and they fail not 
by their Abſolution, as far as inthem lies, to forgive us. 

This is all, we think, is now remaining for us to fulfil of 
what this Text requiresz. We azoint 20t our Sick for the 
recovery of their bodily Health, as St. James here preſcri- 
bed, becauſe the miraculous power of healing, to which 

" that Ceremony miniſtred, is ceaſed in the Church. We 
pray over them, if it pleaſeGod, for the recovery of their 
preſent Health, but eſpecially for their Eternal Salvation : 
We exercile the power of the Keys to the forgiveneſs of 
their.Sins, becauſe the benefit of this is the ſame now 
that ever it was; Chriſt's Promiſe remains, and whilſt 
we piouſly make uſe of the ſame means, we doubt not 
but it ſhall be to the like Effet. | 


ARTICLE XIE 
: of Marriage. 


OR the point of Marriage, Monſieur de Meanx ſays 
|- nothing but what we willingly allow of : We deny 


- uy {frm || Lomb. ot 
that it is a|| Sacrament after the ſame manner that Baptiſm _— 


and cagand, Cons 


Of Holy Orders. 

and the Holy Euchariſt are, becauſe it both wants an o#t- 
ward Sign to which by Chriſt's Promiſe a Bleſſing 1s an- 
nexed; andisſo far from being generally neceſſary to Salva- 
tion, as they are, and as we ſuppoſe all true and proper 
Sacraments ought to be, that the Church of Rome has 
thought fit to deny one of the moſt conſiderable parts of 
their Communion altogether the ule of it. 


ARTICLE MAIV. 
- Of Holy Orders. 


HE Impeſition of Hands in Holy Orders, being ac- 
| companied with a Blefling of the Holy Spirit, may 
perhaps upon that account be called a kind of Particular 
Sacrament. Yet (ince that Grace which is thereby con- 
ferr'd, whatever it be, is not common to all Chriſtians, nor 
by conſequence any part of that Faxderal Blefling which 
our Bleſſed Saviour has purchaſed for us; but only a ſepa- 
ration of him who receives it to a ſpecial Employ;we think 
it ought not to be eſteemed a common Sacrament of the 
whole Church, as Baptiſzz and the Lord's Sypperare. 

The outward ſign of it we confeſs to have been uſually 
Impoſetion of Hands, and as ſuch we our ſelves obſerveit : 
Yet as wedo not read that Chriſt himſelf inſtituted that 
Sign, much leſs tied the promiſe of any certain Grace to 
itz ſo Monſieur de Meaux may pleaſe to conſider, that 
there are many of his own Communion, that do not think 
it to be eſſential to Holy Orders, nor by conſequence the 
outward "ſign of a Sxcrament in them. 

We confeſs that no Man ought to exerciſe the Miniſte- 
rial Office till he be firſt conſecrated to it. We believe 
that itis the Biſhops part only to Ordain, We maintain 
the diſtin&ion of the ſeveral Orders in the Church ; and . 
tho we havenone of thoſe below a Deacon, becauſe we 


do 


do not read that the Apoſtles had any,yet we acknowledp 


the reſt to have been anciently received in the Church,and 
ſhall not therefore raiſe any Controverſie about them, 


— 


'ARTIQR.E XV. 
Of the Euchariſt. 


And firit of the Explication of theſe words, This is my Body. 


N our entry upon this Point, we cannot but teſtifie our 
juſt regret, That this Holy Sacrament which was de- 
ſigned by our Bleſſed Saviour, not only to be the greateſt 
a{ſurance of his love to us, but the ſtrongeſt Engagement 
of our Charity to one another, ' ſhould have become the 
chiefeſt ſubje& of our Contentions, and widened that 
Breach which it ought to have cloſed. 

Monſieur de Meaux,who grounds his opinion of the Cor- 
poreal Preſence of Chrilt in this Holy Euchariſt, upon the 
words of Inſtitution, which he contends ought to be lit- 
terally underſtood, yet propoſes two Caſes wherein he 
ſeems to allow it might have been lawful to forſake the 
Letter. Wewill join iſſue with him upon his own terms, 
and (hew, © 1. That there are ſuch grounds in thoſe words 
« for a figurative interpretation, as naturally lead to it. 2.That 
&« when we come to conſider the Intention of our Saviour in 
*þbzs Holy Sacrament ave are yet more Strongly confirmed in it. 

It is confeſſed by the greateſt Authors of the Church 

_ of Romeghat if the Relative Thisin that Propoſition, T his 
is my Body, refers to that Bread which our Saviour Chriſt 
held in his Hand at the time when he ſpoke thoſe Words, 
the natural repugnancy there is between the two things 
affirmed of one another, Bread and Chriit's Body, will ne- 
ceſſarily require the figurative interpretation. For © this ® gratian de 
* # impoſſible, ſays * Gratian, That Bread ſhould be the Bo- Conſecrac. d. 
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* dy of Chriſt. Tt cannot be, fays* Card. Bellarmine, That 
* that Propoſetion ſhould be true, the former part whereof de- 
* ſ7gneth Bread, the latter the Body of Chriſt. || So that if 
* the Senſe be, This Bread is the Body of Chriſt, either it 
6 vmuſt be taken Figuratively #9, This Bread ſignifies the 
« Body 6 Chriit, or it is plaiffly abſurd and impoſſible. The 
whole difficulty therefore as to our firſt point conliſts in 
this, Whether our Saviour Chriſt when he ſaid, This # 
#ny Body, meant any thing elſe to be his Body, than that 
Bread which was before him. 

Now for this, the Connexion of his Diſcourſe ſeems to 
us an evident Demonſtration. © Our. Saviour Chri@ took 
&« Bread, and gave Thanks, and brakeit, and gave it to his 
* Diſciples, jaying, Take, Eat, this is my Body which is 
« given for you 5 do this in Remembrance of me. . 

For what did he demonſtrate here, and ſay was his Body, 
but that which he gave to-bis Diſciples? What did he give to 
his Diſciples, bat that which he brake £ What brake be, but 
that which he too? And St. Luke ſays expreſly , be took Bread. 

What Jeſus #00k, #2 his Hands, that be bleſſed : what He 
bleſſed, the ſame He brake and gave to his Diſciples : What 
he gave to his Diſciples, of that he ſaid, This is my Body : 
But Jeſus, ſays the Text, took Bread; of the Bread there- 
fore he ſaid, This is my Body. 

In a word; Foraſmuch as the Papiſts themſelves believe 
the' Bread to be turned into the ſubſtance of ChriiPs Body, 
becauſe Chriſt ſaid This is my Body : Either thoſe words 


* Tefer to the Bread, and then by their own Confeffion they 


will require our Interpretation z or if they do not, it 1s 
evident that then from theſe Words they can have no 
Grounds to conclude their own pretended change. 

So neceſſarily do both the Words themſelves and their 
own Confeſſion, lead us to the Expoſition which we make 
of them. And what theſe prepare us to receive, the ſame, 
2dly,* The Intention of our Saviour in this Holy Sacrament, 
« ds yet more Strongly confirm to us. When 
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When God. delivered the Children of 1/aet out of E. 
gt, he inſtituted the Paſſoyer to be a continual Remem- 
brance of that great Deliverance. In like nianner our 
Bleſſed Saviour being now about to work out a much 
greater Deliverance for us,by offering up himſelfupon the 
Croſs for our Redemption, he deſignd by this Sacrament 
to continue the memory of this Bleſſing, That * 2s oftes 
« as we eat of this Bread, and djink of this Cup, we might 
&* ſhew forth the Lords Death till his coming. 

That this Sacrament inſtituted for the like end which 
the Paſſover had been, .and now for ever to ſucceed in its 
place, might be both the better underſtood,and the ealier 
received by. them, it pleaſed ous Plelled Lord to accom- 
modate himſelf as near as was poſhible to the Ceremonies 
and Phraſes they had before becn uſed to, He retain'd the 
Symbols, and even the fo ron they had fo long been 
acquainted with zanly he changed the application of them 
to a new and, more excellent | Henan. 

In the Jewiſh Paſſover, the Maſter of the Houſe took 
Bread, and brake it, and. gave it to them, ſaying, © This is 
* the Bread of affliction,. which. our Fathers eat in Egypt. 
In this holy Sacrament, our Saviour after the very ſame 
manner, . took Bread, and brake it, and gave it to them, 
ſaying, © This is my Body which is broken for you ; Dothis 
in Remembrance of Me. 

Now as it is evident, that that Bread which the Jews 
every Year took, and brake, andfaid, © This is the Bread of 
«* Affliction which our Fathers -eat in Egypt,was not that ve- 
ry Bread which their Anceſtors ſo many Generations be- 
fore had eaten there; but was deſign'd only to be the [zpe 
or Figare of it: So neither could our Saviour's Diſciples co 
whom beſpake, and who, as being Jews, had ſo long been 
acquainted-with-that-Phraſe, ever believe, that the Bread 
which he held in his Hand, which he brake and gave thezr, 
ſaying, © This is my Body which is broken for you; Do this in 
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Remembrance of me, was the very actual real Body of 
Chriſt which they ſaw before them at the Table. They 
underſtood it, nodoubt, tobe the Type and Figare of that 
Body which was now about tobe broken for them; as that 
Bread which the Maſter of the Feaſt, after the very (ame 
manner, was wont 10 break to them, was the Type of that 
Bread of Afi&ion which their Fathers had eaten in Egypr. 

Nor does the Phraſe, My Body, at all weaken, but ra- 
ther confirm this 1dea, as being the ordinary expreſſion a- 
mong the Jews,whereby they called the Patſover, The body 
of the Paſſover, The body of the Paſcal Lamb. It was there- 

ore uſed here by ourSaviour with that alluſion, the more 
exprelly to ſignifie, that he was the #rue Paſſover now to 
be ſacrificed for us, by whoſe Blood we were to be delive- 
red from the deſtroying Angel, and for the Remembrance 
whereof, we were therefore to keep this Ceremony,as the 
- Jews had done their Paſſover for the other. 

This we ſuppoſe to be the undoubted Interpretation of 
this place, Monſieur de Meaxx ought the leſs to except 
againſt it,in that it was the original remark,not of any Pro- 
teftant, or if any other Party of Chriſtians differing from 
the Church of Rome in this matter, but was obje&ed to 
them by the very _ themſelves long before the Refor- 
uation, upon the ſame account. They (hew'd by it, that 
in the Dodrine of this pretended Change, the Church of 
Roppe had evidently oppoſed the deſign of our Saviour's 
Inſtitution, and advanced an Izterpretation, which no one 
accuſtomed to the Fewiſh Notions, as the Apoſtles were, 
could ever have underſtood to be his meaning. 

The deſign of this diſcourſe permits me not to proceed 
to any more particular vindication of this Expoſition, nor 
to mention many other Arguments more uſually propoſed; 
and wherein it has clearly been ſhewn, that they have not 
only the Holy Scripture; and the deſign of our Bleſſed Savi- 
oxr in this Sacrament, but Sexe, Reaxſor, Antiquity, whey. 

- loever 
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ſoever is able to furniſh an Argument, all unanimouſly a- 
gainſt them : It remains only to examine whether what 
Monſieur de Meaxx has propoſed, be any thing more rea- 

- ſonable, that ſo we may go on to the Conſequences eſta- 
bliſhed upon this Foundation. 

Where on we cannot conceive why Monſieur de Meaux, 
deſigning toeſtabliſh the Expoſ1:ion of the Holy Euchariſt 
upon the Analogy which it has to the Jewiſh Sacrifices, 
{hould fly off to the'nature of their Sacrifices in general, 
where the parallel is neither fo clear, nor ſo uncontrovert- 
ed,asto produce any neceſlary conſequence from the allu- 
fion.It would certainly have been more reaſonable tocom-* 
pare it, as we have done, with that particular Sacrifice of 
the Paſſover to which it ſucceeded, and from which there- 
fore, if any, muſt be ſhewed the deſign of it. But we will 
clear the whole difficulty in a RefleQion or two, and 
prove, that what hag, been offered to us as a convincing 
Argument, is, upon a nearer view, a meer Fallacy. 

And 1. We deſire it may be obſerved, That the Peace- 
Offerings under the Law were defigned as an acknowledg- 
ment on the Peoples part, for thoſe temporal Bleſſings 
which it pleaſed God to beſtow upon them. And becauſe 
after the Sacrifice of Iſaac, God firſt entred into the Cove CG 22. 16, 
ant with Abrahams, and promiſed him his Bleſſing, and to © 
be his God, and the God od his Seed after him ; it ſeems 
to have been further their intention in all theſe Sacrifices, 
to call to remembrance that Offering of 1ſaac as the foun- 
dation of all thoſe Bleſſings for which theſe Sacrifices were 
appointed as a teſtimony of their Gratitude. 

2. That thothe Paſſover, like the Sacrifice of the Croſs, 
was firſt offered as a S7x-offering for the delivery ofthe firſt- 
born in the Land of Egypt; yet that yearly remembrance 
of it, which God afterwards eſtabliſh'd, was alway eſteem- 
ed a Peace-Offering;and indeed,the perpetual order of their 


Sacrifices clearly demonſtrates that it could be no _ 
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So-that the Parallel therefore, for the explaining the 
 natureof the Holy 'Eucharift, muft bethis: | 
1. That as the Jews ate of their Peace-Offerings 1n Ge- 
neral, #0 calltomind the Sacrifice of Iſaxc, and give God 
thanks for thoſe Bleſſings which they received by itzand of 
that of the Paſſover in particular, in memory of God's deli- 
wering them out of Egypt : So the Chriſtians partake of this 
bleſſed Sacrament, memory of that deliverance whichthe 
Sacrifice of the Croſs of ChriiF, whom both Iſaac and the 
Paſchal Lamb \lainin Egypttypfied, has purchaſed for them. 
— @2.Thatas the Peace-offering which the Jews ate, was not 
changed into the Sbſtance of that firſt Sacrifice whereof 
it was the-rememibrance, but was eaten as a figure Of com- 
memoration of it ; ſo the Chriſtians in their Sacrament are 
not to thinkthe Bread and Wine which Chriſt has appoin- 
ted tobe our vo ny, ſhould be changedintothe ve- 
ry ſubſtance of that Body which was offered for us upon the 
Croſs, butto be received only as Types of it.-For thus was 
the Peace-offeringin general, a Type f Iſaac, and the Paſ: 
over in particular, the Type of that firſt Laxeb, which was 
flain-for their deliverance in the Land of Egypt. 
When therefore Monficur de Meaux tells us,that the Fews 
_ atethe proper fleſh of their Peace-offering : we anſwer,that ſo 
do we the proper ſubſtence of quts; we eatthe Bread which 
Chriſtappointed to be the reu@mbrance of that deliverance 
which he has purchaſed for us, as the Body of the Lamb 
was commanded by God to be the remembrance of theirs. 
Monſieur de: Meaux adds, That the Jews were forbid- 
den.to partake'of the proper fleih of their ' Sir offering, 
and of the Blood, becauſe that a perfet?” Remriſſor was not 
then obtain'd, and that therefore by the Rule of Contraries, 
we ought now to eat of Ours, becauſe a full ſatisfaGtion is 
now made by Chriſt. © 
For reply towhich, it _— ſuffice tofay, that this r»/e 
of Contraries,{hould we follow it according to the _ 
wo 
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would lead Monſieur de Mears into ſo many Abſurdities, 
that he would be forced himſelf to abjure his own Princi- 
ple. According to this Rule, the Apoſtles could not have 
eaten the Fleſh of Chriſt before his RefurreRion ; the 
Prieſts under the Law being commanded not to eat of the 
Sin-Offering after the third day, and therefore by the rule 
.of Contraries they could not partake ok. it before. 

Monſieur de Meaux may pleaſe to confider how far he 
will approve of this Concluſion : In the mean time as to 
his Objetion, we have before ſaid, that the remembrance 
we make in the Holy Euchariſt, like that of the Paſchal 
Feait among the Jews, ſhews it to be a Peare-Offering; and 
for the reſt, xf, as Monfieur de Meavx pretends the Blood 
was myſtically forbid under the Law, to ſhew that a per- 
fe& remiſſion of Sins was not then obtain'd; It will follow, 
that for the contrary reaſon, Chriſt appointed the Cyp to be 
received in this Holy Sacrament, to teitifie that full remilſion 
which his Blood has purchaſed for #s. The Church of Rome 
therefore in refuſing the Cup to the People, not-only vi- 
olates the expreſs Command of our Bleſled Saviour ; but 
according to Monſieur de Meaxx's Principles,teaches them 
by it, that a full remiſſion of Sis is not yet obtain'd, even 
by the precious Blood of Chriſt himſelf 

It may by this appear what little advantage Monſieur 
de Meaux can get to juſtify their DoErine of the corporeal 
Preſence of Chriſt in the Euchariſt, from the Arelogy of 
the ancient Sacrifices, which do clearly and neceſlarily e- 
ſtabliſh the contrary. For what remains of this Diſcourſe 
we are'but little concerned in it. 

We confeſs this Sacrament to be ſomewhat more than 
a meer Figure; but wedeny that therefore it muſt be his 
very Body. We acknowledge the power of God, to do what- 
ever he pleaſes : Yet Monſieur de Mcaux may pleaſe to:con- 
Gder, that Contradi@ions, ſuch asto be, and not tobe at 


the ſame time, 'are-even in their own Schools uſually ex- 
| cepted. 
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cepted. Monſieur de Mean x ſuppoſes, that becauſe Chriſt 
did not explain his words in the figurative Senſe, the A. 
poſt!les muſt needs have underſtood them 1n the Lzteral, 
But we have before ſhewed, that the Fews, who are cer. 
tainly-the beſt Judges are of a quite contrary opinion,viz, 
That his Apoſtles knowing his alluſion as they did, could 
never have undesſtood them otherwiſe than in a Figure. 
In a word, for his laſt Remark, © That the Laws of diſ- 
« courſe, which permit, that where there is a juſt Proportion 
© between the Sign and the thing ſignified, the one may be put 
« for the other 5, Tet ſuffer it not to be ſo, when a Mor ſel of 
« Bread, for inſtance, is ſet to repreſent the Body of a Man : 
We mult beg leave to ſay, that neither is the Proportion 
ſo ſmall betwixt the Bread broken and Chriſt's Body broken, 
as Monſieur de Meaux would ſuggeſt ; Or, that if there 
were, yet ſince our Saviour's inititution has ſet the one 
to repreſent to us the other : we think that deſignation 
ought to be of more Authority with us,than all their new 
Laws of Diſcourſe ; invented purpoſely only to ſet the 
fairer Gloſs upon ſo great and apparent an Error. 


ARTPCLE XVL 
Do this in Remembrance of Me. 


HE Explication of the preceding Article, having 
| engaged us toa length extraordinary, we will en- 
deavour torecompenſe it by our ſhortnefs in this. 

We are entirely agreed, that the Intention of the Son 
of God was to oblige us by theſe words to commemorate 
that Death which he underwent for our Salvation. We 
confeſs, that that real Preſence which we ſuppoſe in the 
Communion, do's not at all contradict the Nature of this 
Commemoration, Weare per{waded, that asthe Jews 
eating oftheir Peace Offering,which was the —— 
0 
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of God's Covenant, and particularly of the Paſſover, the 
Type of that Paſcha! Lamb that was offered for them in E- 

. gypt, "catted to mind the Sacrifice of Haac, and that grear 
eliverance God had wrought for them, 1n bringing them 
up out of the Land of Bondage: So whilſt we eat of thoſe 
Holy Elements which our Saviour Chriſt has inſtituted, 
like the Peace-Offering among the Jews, to perpetuate the 
Memory of his Death, We call to mind the more lively 
that great Deliverance which he has wrought for us, and 
render Thanks for it, and by Faith and Repentance apply 
to our ſelves the Merits of it. 

Thus whilſt we receive theſe Holy Signs which he has 

inſtituted for our Memorial, we need no real Deſcent of 
the Son of God from Heaven; no new Crucifying of the 
Lord of Glory to raiſe in our Souls thoſe juſt reſeatments 
we ought to have of ſo excellent a Bleſſing. But as a Child 
cannot but-recolle& the Kindneſs and AfﬀeGtion of a dear 
Father, as often as he beholds the Monument where his 
dead Body lies interred : So we much more, cannot chuſe 
but excite our Love to our bleſſed Redeemer, as often as 
we ſee before our Eyes theſe Sacred Elements under which 
he is vailed. Nor is it neceſſary for this, that this My- 
ftick, Tomb, as Monſieur de Meaxx phraſes it, ſhould any 
more be changed into the very real Body of our Saviour to 
raiſe this remembrance, than that natural One into the 
dead Corps of the Father, to recal the tender Afﬀections 
of his Child at the fight of it. 

Ina word; As we will not now move any Argument 
from the nature of this remembrance, to oppole that ſub- 
Fantial change, which we have before combated on more 
ſolid grounds 3 ſo we ſuppoſe much leſs ought Monſieur 
de Meaux from the ſole opinion of that more lively remem- 
brance, which he imagines the actual eating of the very 
Fleſh of Chriſt would raiſe in us, than only to do it in a 
Figure, to conclude him to be ſubſtantially there : It be- 
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ing evident, that they who believe this change, and they 
who believe it not, receive him entirely alike, They ſee, 
and taſte, and feel the fame thing: It is Fazth alone which 
works in both, and makes the one believing him ſþiritual- 
ly preſent, to remember him with the ſame Love, to ho- 
nour him with the ſame Reverence,and embrace him with 
the ſame Hope, as the other, who think: him corporealy, 
but yet after a manner altogether unperceivable, contain'd 
under the ſacred Elements that are preſented to him. 


ARTICLE XVI. 


The Doftrine of the Church of England, concerning 
this Holy Sacrament. 


T HE ſum of our belief as to the nature of this Holy 


Cu EI —_ 


Sacrament, 1s this : 
We eſteem-it deſigned by Chriſt to be a perpetual Me- 
mortal of his Suffering for us : * That ſo as often as we eat 
x Cor.11, 26. © of this Bread, and drink of this Cup, we might ſhew forth 
« the Lord's Death till his coming. | 
We beheve'that in this Communion, we do not only 
remember, but effeCtually partake of our Bleſſed Saviour, 
and all the benefits of his Paſſion; Infomuch that to.* ſuch 
See our 23 © asrightly, and worthily, and with Faith receive the ſame, 
article. the Bread which we breaks apartaking of the Body of Chriſt, 
« ard likewiſe the Cup of the Bleſſing, is a partaking of the 
Blood of Chriſt. | 
See the ſame For the manner of this Participation, ©* We believe that 
— Body and Blood of C Brie are given, taken, and eaten in 
&« this Supper, only after a beavenly and ſpiritual manner ; 
and that the means whereby this is done, is Faith. ' 
The fame Ar- © We believe that the wicked and ſuch as are void of Faith, 
eicle. « tho they may viſibly and carnally preſs with their Teeth, a: 
« If, 
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&« $;, Auguſtine ſaith, the Sacrament of the Body and Blood 
« of Chriſt, yet are no way partakers of Chriſt, but rather, as 
&« St, Paul tel/s 5, eat and drink their own Damnation, not * Cor- 11, 
« diſcerning the Lord's Body. 

In a word, © We believe that Tranſubitantiation, or the The ſame Ar- 
© change of the ſubſtance of Bread and Wine into the ſubſtance "*< 
« of Chriſt's Body and Blood, can never be proved by Holy 
« Scripture, but is repugnant thereunto;, contrary to the in- 
« tention of our Bleſſed Saviour, and to the nature of this 
&« Holy Sacrament ;, and has civen cauſe to many great abuſes, 
as in the following Article, we ſhall have occaſion more 
particularly to ſhew, 

Thisis our*Faith of this Holy Euchariſt : And in this 
Faith we are confirmed not only by thoſe unanſwerable 
Proofs which our Writers have given, and ſome of which 
we have before touch'd upon 3 but alſo from thoſe irre- 
concileable Differences which this Error has thrown the 
Writers of the Church of Rowe into. In effect we find |r,my 4.cene. 
every Party expoſing the falſeneſs and impoſtibility of dift. :1. 
every ones Hypotheſes but his own. Their greateſt Men 3m 4 
* confels the uncertainty'of their own Proofs. © T hat there + Bellarm, de 
* 3s not in Scripture any formal proof of Tranſubſtantiati- _— - ze 
0#. $0|| Lombard, * Scotws, and many others, © That there nh "> 0 
6 3s not any, that without the Declaration of th: Church Where he cites 
&« would be able to evince it. + So Cardinal BelLrmine him- —_— 
ſelf confeſles 3 © That had not the Church declared ker ſelf * in 3. D Th. 
© for the proper ſenſe of the words, the other might with as 15: dart 
« good warrant have been received. So lays * Cardinal Ca- ted byBeilarm. 
% jetans; **That if the words of Conſecration refer to .the | [thy Sona 
&* Bread, which is changed by them, then they muſt be takon in hae Os 
* oxr ſenſe. So the generality of that Communion con- $9 alſ Gabrie! 
fels. In a word, || * That this DoF&rine was no matter of OED 
* Faith tif the Council of Lateran, 1200 Tears after Chriſt 5 (8. 1. 
* and that had not that and the Council of Trent ſince in- ** porn py 
* terpoſed, it would not have been ſo to this very day. hs: . 
N 


And 
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And here who can chuſe but admire the Power of 


Truth ? that after ſo. many outcries againſt us, for Op. 
poling a Do&rine which they would make the World be- 
lieve is as clear as if it were written with a Ray of the 
Sun 3 after ſo many  Azathema's againſt us for Hereticks 
and Schiſmaticks, and ten thouſand repetitions of their 
reat Scriptum eſt, This is my Body: they ſhould at laſt be 
orced to confeſs, © That they are not, cannot, nor are ever 
« like to be agreed in the Explication of them. That they 
« contain nothing in them neceſſary to prove this change. 
&« That had not the Church declared it ſelf for the literal 
® Meaning ; the figurative Interpretation might with as good 
« reaſon have been received. That for 1200 Tears this Do- * 
&* Frine was 20 matter of Faith, and but for the Council of | 
© Lateran had ot been then. In ſhort, that if the wor 
« of Inititution refer to the Bread, then are we doubtleſs in 
&« the right. And if they do not, how will they ever 
= the change which they pretend is made of che 


read into the Be of Chriit by them ? 


Certainly, Confeſtions, ſuch as theſe, ought to awake 
every Papilt careful of his own Salvation, into an unpre- 
Judiced Examination at leaſt of theſe things; To confider 


What Foundation there really is for this Doctrine, and | 


what deſperate Conſequences, unknown-to Antiquity, 
contrary to the formal words of Holy Scripture; and 
without God's infinite Mercy, abſolutely deſtruQive of 
their eternal Salvation, have been built upon it. 

As we hope that theſe Declarations have been permit- 
ted by God to fall from the greateſt and moſt eſteemed of 
their Church, not only to confirm us in our Faith, but 
alſo to prepare the way for their return to that Catholick 
Truth from which they have ſo long -erred ; ſo we doubt 
not, by God's Bleſſing, but that they will in time attain 


. toitz when being ſenlible of that tyrannical Uſurpation 


that has been made over their Conſciences, and reſolved 
to 
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to uſe that Knowledg God has given them, to ſearch the 


Scriptures, and examine their Faith, and not ſervilely fol- 
low every Guide that will but pretend to lead them ; 
They ſhall ſeriouſly and indifferently weigh all theſe 
things, and find that therefore only they have thought us 
in Darkneſs, becauſe their own Eyes were ſhut that they 
might not diſcern the Light. 


——— 


ARTICLE XVII. 
Of Tranſubſtantiation, and of the Adoration of 


the Hoſt. 


Hat remains of this Subje& of the Holy Euchariſt, 

being wholly conſequent upon the foregoing miſ- 

taken interpretation of the Words of our Blefſed Saviour 
before confidered 3 we ſhould have paſſed them over as 
things we have in effec already declared, that the Church 
of England receives not 3 but that we are perſwaded the 
particular conſideration of them will yet more fully ſhew 
on falſeneſs of that Foundation upon which they are 

uilt. 

Monſieur de Meaxx,in proving the Corporeal Preſence 
of Chriſt in the Holy Euchariſt, from the words of In- 
ſtitution, © This is my Body, had ſomething that at leaſt 
ſeemed to favour his Miſtake ;. but to produce them here 
for Tranſubſtantiation, that is, not only to argue the 
Preſence of Chriit's Subitance, but alſo the change of the 
Subſtance of the Bread and Wine into it, he has not the 
leaſt appearance of the Text for him, 

Indeed, were there no other way for Chriſt to be pre- 
ſent in the Euchariſt, but only by this change 3 it might 
then be allowed that having, as he imagines, proved the 
one, he had in effe&t eſtablithed the other. But the m_ 

N 2 r 
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ber of thoſe who interpret the Words in like manner ac: 
cording to the Letter, yet are as great- Enemies as our 
{c}ves to this change 3 and ſuppoſe Chriſt's Body to be 
preſent by a Orion of it to the Bread, rather than by a 
Conver ſpon of the Bread into it 3 not only ſhews that there 
is no neceſſary conſequeuce at all between the real Pre- 
ſence, and Tranſubſtantiation, but that there is another 
manner of Chriſt's Preſence, both; more agreeable to 
Holy Scripture, than that which they advance and that 
takes off infinite Difficulties, which their Tranſubſtan- 
tiation involves them in. | 

That the Subſtance of the Sacred Figures remains in 
this Sacrament after the Conſecration, thoſe clear Exprel- 
ſions of St. Paxl, wherein he ſo often calls them * Bread 
and Wine after it, ſeem to us plainly to ſhew : || To break 
Bread, the Holy Scripture tells us was the uſual Phraſe all 
the time of the Apoſtles, for receining the Holy Commu- 
ion; and which the Bleſſed Spirit himſelf diQated. 
Theſe Paſſages Monſieur de Meaux certainly ought not 
to put off with a figurative meaning, unleſs hecan give 
us ſome good Reaſon why he follows the High road of 


the literal Interpretation inthe one, to eſtabliſh the Sub- 3 


ſtance of Chriſt's Body in the Sacrament; and forſakes it } 
inthe other, to take away the Preſence of the Bread 
from it: | 
For the Adoration of the Hoſt, The Church of England, 
conſequently to her Principles of the Bread and Wine's 
remaining in their natural Subſtances, profeſſes that ſhe 
thinks it *z0 be Idolatry, and tobe abhorred of all faith- 
&« ful Chriitians. 
Monſieur de Meaux, in conformity to theirs, tells us ; 
* That the preſence of Chriit's Body in the Euchariſt, ought 
«® to carry all ſuch as believe it without all ſcruple to the A- 
* doration of it. This therefore being taken as a Princi- 
ple acknowledged by them; it may not be amiſs * ob- 
erve, 


The Adoration of the Hoſt. 
ſerve, that ſince it is certain, that neither Chriſt nor his 
Apoſtles appointed or praftiſed, nor the Church for a- 
bove 1000 Years required or taught any Adoration ef this 
Holy Sacrament 3 neither-could they, according to Mon- 
fieur de Meaux's Principles, have believed the Corporeal . 
Preſence of our Bleſſed Saviour 1n it, 

Is there any of the Evangeliſts that mention it ? 
They all tell us, Take, Eat, : Do this in remembrance of me, 
But does any one add, This is my Body, fall down and 
worſhip it ? 

When St. Paul reproved the Corinthians for violating 1 Cor. 11, 20, 
this Holy Sacrament 3 is it poſſible he could have omit- *< 
ted ſo obvious a Remark, and ſo much to his purpoſe ? 
That in profaning this Holy Sacrament, they were not 
only guilty of the Body and Blood of Chriſt, which ic 
was inſtituted to repreſent to us; but even direfly at- 
fronted their Bleſſed Maſter corporally preſent there 3 
and whom inſtead of profaning, they ought, as they 
had been taught, to Adore in it ? : 

With what ſimplicity do the Ancient Fathers ſpeak of 
this Communion 1n all their Writings? 1he Elevation of 
the Sacred Symbols was not heard of till the Seventh 
Century 3 and then uſed only to repreſent the lifting up + 
of Chriſt upon the Croſs, not to expoſe it to the People 
toadoreit, The Bell, the Feaſt of the St. Sacrament, the 
Pomp of carrying it through the Streets, all the other Cir- 
cumſtances of this Worſhip, are inventions of yeſter- 
day. The expoſing of it upon the Altar to make their 
Prayers before it ; their Addreſſes to it in times and caſes 
of neceſſity 3 their performing the chiefeſt Acts of Re- 
ligionin its preſence never mentioned in Antiquity. 

Nay, inſtead of this Worſhip, they did many things 
utterly inconſiſtent with it. They diſputed with the 
Heathens for worſhipping Gods their own Hands had made. 


Was it ever objected to them, that they themlſelves = 
the 
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the ſame? Worſhip a Deity whoſe ſubſtance they firſt 
formed, and then ſpoke it into a God ? They burnt in 
ſome Churches what remained of the Holy Sacrament. They 
permitted the People to carry it home, that had communi- 
cated : They ſent it abroad by Sea, by Land, without any 
the leaſt regard, that we can find, had to its Worſhip : 
They buried it with their Dead 3 they made Plaiſters of 
the Bread; they mix'd the Wine with their 1»k, Theſe 
certainly were no inſtances of Adoration : Nor can we 
poſſibly ſuppoſe that they who did ſuch things as theſe, 
ever believed that it was the very Body and Blood of their 
dear Maſter, whom they ſo much loved 3 and whom 
doubtleſs they would have been as ready to have wor- 
ſhipped, had they fo believed ; as both Monſieur de 
Meanx ſuppoſes they ought to have been, and as we ſee 
others, for the reſt no more pious than thoſe Primitive 
Chriſtians were, now to do it. 


Dn —_—S 


AR TIGLE X12. 
Of the Sacrifice of the Maſs. 


\ Third Conſequence ' of the Corporeal Preſence of 
A Chriſt in the Holy Euchariſt, is the Sacrifice of the 
Maſs : In which we ought to proceed with all the Cau- 
tionſach a Point requires, as both makes up the chiefeſt 
part of the Popiſh Worlhip, and is juſtly eſteem'd one of | 


the greateſt and moſt dangerous Errors that offends us, 
Monfieur de Meaux has repreſented it to us with fo 
much tenderneſs, that except perhaps it be his Founda- 
tion of the Corporeal Preſence on which he builds, and 
bis Conſequence that this Service is 4 true and real Propi- 
tiatory Sacrifice, which his manner of expounding it we 
are perſwaded will never bear; there is little in it beſides 


but what we could readily aflent to, 
We 
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We diſtinguiſh the two Ads, which he mentions, 
from one another. By the Conſcration we apply the 
Elements, before common, toa Sacred Uſe ; by the Man- 
ducation, we fulfil our Saviour's Command 3 © We take, 
«* and eat, and do this in remembrance of Him. 

This Copſecration being ſeparately made of his Body 
broken, his Blood ſpilt for our Redemption, we ſuppoſe 
repreſents to us our Bleſſed Lord in the figure of his 
Death, which theſe holy Symbols were inſtituted to con- 
tinue the Memory of. And whilſt thus with Faith we 
repreſent to God the Death of his Son, for the pardon of 
our Sinsz we are perlwaded, that we incline his Mercy 
the more readily to forgive them. 

We do not therefore doubt, but that this preſenting 
to God Almighty the Sacrifice of our Bleſſed Lord, is a 
moſt efteftual manner of applying his Merits to us. 
Were this all the Church of Rowe meant by her Propi- 
tiatory Sacrifice, there is not certainly any Proteſtant that 
would oppoſe her in it. 

Where is that Chriſtian, that does not by Faith unite 
himſelf to his Saviour in this Holy Communion ? That 
does not preſent him to God as his ozly Sacrifice and Pro- 
pitiation > That does not proteft that he has nothing to 
offer him but Jeſ#s Chriſt, and the Merits of his Death ? 
That conſecrates not all his Prayers by this Divine Offer- ' 
ing 2 And whilſt he thus preſents to God the Sacrifice of 
his Son, does not learn thereby to preſent alſo himſelf a 
lively Sacrifice, holy, and acceptable in his ſight ? 

Thisis, no doubt, a Sacrifice worthy a Chriſtian, infi- 
nitely exceeding all the Sacrifices of the Law. Where 
the Knife is the Word, the Blood ſbed not but in a figure, 
nor is there any Death but in Repreſentation. A Sacrifice 
ſo far from taking us off from that of the Croſs, that it 
unites us the more cloſely to it 3 repreſents it to us, and 
derives all its Virtue and Efficacy from it, | : 

| This 


Of the Sacrifice of the Maſs. 


This is, if any other, truly 1he Do@rine of the Catho- 
lick, Church, and ſuch as the Church of England has never 
refuſed : and except it be our doubt of the Corporeal Pre- 
ſence, Monſieur de Meanx had certainly reaſon to exped®, 
that there wasnothing in this we could juſtly except a- 
gainſlt, 


But now, that all this is ſufficient to prove the M1/;7 


.Concil. Trid. tobea © True and proper Sacrifice, truly and properly pro- 


'Scll. 22, 


« pitiatory for the Sins and Puniſhments, the Sgtisfations 
« and Neceſſities of the Dead and Living ; and that to offer 
« this true and proper Sacrifice, our Saviour Chriſt inititu- 
« ted a true and proper Prieſthood, when he ſaid, Do this in 
* Remembrance of Me : This is what we cannot yet un- 
derſtand,& what we think we ought not ever toallow of, 

We know indeed, that the Primitive Church, called 
the holy Exchariſt a Sacrifice, in that large extent of the 
Expreſſion, whereby the holy Scripture ſtiles every Re. 
ligious Performance, our Prayers, our Thankſgivings, our 
Vertues, out very Selves, Sacrificer to God : And accor- 
ding]ly in our own Litzrgy, we do, without all ſcruple, 
do the ſame. But when it comes to be ſet in oppoſition 


| to a Sacrament, and to be conſidered in the true and pro- 


per ſignification of the Word; we muſt, with all Anti- 
quity, needs profeſs, That we neither have, nor can we 
after that of Chriſt admit of any. 

Hence it is, that our Church following the Doctrine 
of the Holy Apoſtles and Primitive Chriſtians, teaches ; 


See Article31. © That the Offering of Chriſt once made, is that proper Re- 


% demption, Propitiation, and Satisfattion f'r all the Sins of 
« the whole World 5 and that there is no other SatisfaTion 
* for Sir but that alone. That the Application of Chriſt's 
Death by Faith in the Holy Euchariſt, is. made to al! 
ſuch as with true Repentance receive the ſame, we un- 
doubtedly believe. We are perſwaded, that by our 
Prayers, which in this Holy Solemnity we never _ 
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offer for the Wants and Neceflities, the Pardon and 
Forgiveneſs, not of our ſelves only, but of all Man- 
kindz of thole who have not yet known the Faith 
of Chriſt; or, that knowing it, have prevaricated 
from the right way, we incline God's Mercy to be. 
come propitiozs unto them. Only we deny, that by 
this Holy Euchariſt, as by a #rze and proper Propitiato- 
ry Sacrifice, wecan appeaſe God's Wrath for the fins of 
the whole World 3 can fulfil the fatisfations, and 
ſupply the neceflities of other men; of the dead and 
the /zving; of them that are abſent, and partake 
not of it, This we attribute to the Sacrifice' of the 
Croſs.only ; and are perfwaded that it cannot, without 
derogation to the Merits of that moſt abſolute Re- 
demption which was there purchaſed for us be ap- 
plied to any other. | 
-'- When we examine the 'firſt 'IniFitution of this hol 
Communion, we eannot perceive either in the hz 
or Attion of our Blefſed' Saviour, any Sacrifical 4& 
or Expreſſion. © He took bread, and brake it, and gave 
« it to his Diſciples, ſaying, Take, Eat, This is my Bo- 
« dy which is gioen' for you7'Do this in Remembrance 

; Fire I de Meaxe feerns to imply, that the Conſe- 
cration made it a Sacrifice. But this Vaſquez tells us, 


— -- 


that others think to be only a preparation to it, be- In. 3. D. Th. 
cauſe'till after the Conſcration Chriſt is not there, and ©? 222< t- 


by Conſequente cahnot be'pffered. 
' \The Council of 'Zrent ſeems to: refer it to the OZla- 


tion : This Bc/armine oppoſes, becauſe neither Chriſt 7, , 4. wg. S 
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nor his Apoſtlesnſed any, 
Bellarmine is poſitive, that either Chriſt ſacrificed 


in Conſecrating and Eating, or there is no other Action ;;;,, 


Yet even 
this 


in which he can be ſaid to have done 1t. 
Oo 


of the Mas 
this the greateſt part of that Commumon rejett ; be- 
cauſe Eating is not Offering : and in the Ordination 
' where the Prieſt receives the power of Sacrificing,” 
not. any meition is made of it. In Effe&, Reaſon 
will tell us, That this is to partake of the Offering, 
not to offer it 3-and Monſieur de Meaux himſelf = 
ingly diſtinguiſhes the Two AQs of Conſecration 
and Manducation from one another, and refers t 
Sacrifice wholly to the former, | 
If we confider the Nature of @ trze aud proper $4. 
crifice, they univerſally agree, that theſe Four Th 
are neceſſarily requir fo Gi 1, T7 bg; is Offer- | 
ed be ſomething that 18 Yiſble.. 2... of prophaxe 
which it was befxre, it be now made ſacred. 3.. That 


it be offered to God, And, 4. by that offering ſuffer an 
eſſential deitru@ion. | 

Now we ſuppoſe, that the greateſt part of theſe 
Conditions are 'evidently WRONG 20,0748 etended 


Sacrifice of Chriſt's Body. inthe Ma. 1. It is: Jzws- 
fble : They conks it. 2. It was never prophane, that 
it ſhould be made facred:. They will: not preſume to 
fay.that it was. _ 3. It: ſuffers no, efſcxtiael.. deftruZion 5 
& The Blood is not ſpilt but in « Myitery, lays Mon- 
« fieur de Meeux, nor is there any Death but in Repre- 
A hings traly and proper! 
As the none of theſe things truly and properly 
agree to this holy Euchariſt 5 ſo we lappoſe, that nei- 
ther can it be truly 'and ;propenty..a Sacrifice. We are 
perfiwaded, that the Offering 1t ſelf, like the zece/ary 
and eſſential Properties of it, muſt be only mm Figure 
and Repreſentation. This is what we willingly allow 
Monſieur de Meaux, and what their own Principles do 
undoubtedly prove. | 
For what 'our Saviour adds, * Do this in Remem- 
| © brance 


it. We-will,-a 
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« brance of Me. However the Council of Trext has 
Canonically reſolved it to be the Inſtitution of a 
true and proper Prieſthood, to offer this Sacrifice ; yet 


that it has no fuch Proof, the preceding Diſcourſe. 5.g; .,, 
evidently ſhews. Our Saviour Chriſt commanding cp. i. 


his Apoſtles to Do this, commanded them to Do no 
more than what himſelf had done : $0 that if he 

therefore did not Sacrifice himſelf, neither did he 

give any Authority to them, or to their Succeſſors to 
acrifice. . 


- ARTICLE | XX, 
Of the Epiſtle to the Hebrews. 


He Epiſtle to the Hebrews ſo clearly eſtabliſhes 
| our Dc rige,10, oppoſition tothe pretended Sa- 
enifice of the Maſ7, that Monſieur de Megux had cer- 
tainly reaſon toenter on a particular conſideration of 
Ber bis Example, follow'the ſame Me- 
thod, and ſbew the; whole, Deſign of that Sacred 
Book to be direftly connrazy..to the Principles.of the 
Roman Church. _  _ _. | 
Manſieur de Meaxx' obſerves, that the Author of 
this Epiſtle concludes, that there ought not only zo 
other Picfim to be offered for Sin after that of Chriſt, but 
that er en Chriſt hamſelf ought not to be any more offer- 
ed. Now, the Reaſgn which. the Apoſtle gives, is this; 


Becauſe that otherwiſe, ſays he, Chriſt mmſ# ofter: bave yy," .c 25, 


ſuffered : Plajoly implying, that there can be no true 
Offering without Suffering So that i0-the Mzſe then, 
<ithet Chriſt muſt S»ffer, which Monſieur de Meaxx 
denies, Or he 1snot (ren which we affirm. hs 

2 is 


Heb, 10. 14. 


Of the Epiſtle to the Hebrews. 

This is ſo evidently the meaning of that place, and 
ſo often repeated, © That without Blood, there is no 
« Remciſſionz that Monſieur de Meaux is forced freely 
to declare, that if we take the word Off as it is uſed 
in that Epiſtle, they muſt profels to the whole 
World, that Chriſt is no more Offered, either in the 
Maſs, or any other way. Now, how theſe things can 
ſtand together, that the Epiſtle to the Hebrews con- 
tradiqs not the Offering of the Maſs, and yet that the 
ſame Epiſtle abſolutely declares, that Chriſt can no 
more be Offered, becauſe he can no more S»ffer; nor 
any more become 4 Propitiatory Sacrifice, becauſe with- 
out Blood there is no Propitiation : All which Monfieur 
de Meanx allows, and profeſles to the whole World, | 
that in the Notion of the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, 
Christ is not offered in the Maſs, nor can be any where 
elſe, wearenot very well able to comprehend. 

But that Epiſtle goes yet further. Jt cells us, that 
Chriſt ought to be but once offered 5 becauſe © by that 
* one Offering he has fully ſatisfied for our Sins, and 
* has perfeted for ever them that are SanGified, If 
therefore by that firſt Offering he bath fully ſatisfied 
for our Sins; there is'then © 0 more zeed of any Offer- 
* ing for Sin : If .by that firſt Sacrifice he hath per- 
ﬆ* fed for ever them that are ſaniified, the Maſs cer- 
rainly muſt be altogether needleſs to make any addi- 


tion to that which 1s already perfeR. * In a word, if 


the Sactifices' of the: Law were therefore, repeated, as 


this Epiſtle tels'us, becauſe they. were 7ayperfe'; and 


had they, been otherwiſe, they ſhould have ceafed to 
have been offered. What can we conclude, ' but the 


Church of Rome then, in every Maſs ſhe offers, does 
violence to the Croſs of Chriſt 3 and in more than one 


ſenſe, Crucifies to her ſelf the Lord of Glory. © 
Laſtly, } 


* 


Refleftions on the foregoing Dofrine. 
Laſtly 5 The Council of 1rexe declares, that be- 
cauſe there is a new and proper Sacrifice to be offered, 
it was neceſſary that our Saviour Chriſt ſhould inſti- 
tute a new and proper Prieithood to offer it. And fo 


they ſay he did, after the Order of Melchiſedeck,, in feb. 7: 3 


oppoſition to that after the Order of Aaron under the 
Law. Now Pony nothing can be more contrary 
to this Epiſtle than luch an Aſſertion : Both whoſe 
deſcription of this Prieſthood ſhews it can agree only 
to our Bleſſed Lord ; and which indeed in expreſs 


terms declares it to be peculiar to him. It calls it aw p42 y. 27; 


unchangeable Prieithood, that paſſes not to any other, 
as that of Aaron did from Father to Son, but conti- 
nues in him only, becauſe that he alſo himſelf conti- 
nues for evermore. 


ARTICLE XXL 
Refleftions on the foregoing Dofrine. 


AY here then let us conjure our Brethren of 
the Church of Rome ſeriouſly to confider theſe 
things 3 and into what deſperate Conſequences that 
great . Error of the Corporeal Preſence has inſenſibly 
led them. 

Can any thing be more raſh or more uncharitable, 
even the Literal Interpretation of this Holy Eucha- 
riſt being allow'd, than their Canon of Tranſubitantia- 
tion 2: To cut off from their Communion the greateſt 
and moſt Orthodox part of the Chriſtian Church, 
only for a Nicety 5 4 manner of Preſence, which nei- 
ther has the Scripture any. where revealed, and which 
they themſelves never underſtood, 

Is 
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ſenſe, Crucifies to her ſelf the Lord of Glory, 


Of the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, 


This is ſo evidently the meaning of that place, and 
ſo often repeated, © That without Blood, there is no 
&« Remriſſionz that Monſieur de Meaxx is forced freely 
to declare, that if we take the word Offer as it is uſed 
in that Epiſtle, they muſt profels to the whole 
World, that Chriſt is no more Offered, either in the 
Maſs, or any other way. Now, how theſe things can 
ſtand together, that the Epiſtle to the Hebrews con- 
tradids not the Offering of the Maſs, and yet that the 
ſame Epiſtle abſolutely declares, that Chriſt can no 
more be Offered, becauſe he can no more S»ffer ; nor 
any more become 4 Propitiatory Sacrifice, becauſe with- 
out Blood there is no Propitiation : All which Monfieur 
de Meanx allows, and profeſles to the whole World, 
that in the Notion of the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, 
Christ is not offered in the Maſs, nor can be any where 
elſe, we arenor very well able to comprehend. 

But that Epiſtle goes yet further. Jt cells us, that 
Chriſt ought to be bur once offered 5 becauſe © by that 
* oe Offering he has fully ſatisfied for our Sins, and 
&® has perfeted for ever them that are SanGified, If 
therefore by that firſt Offering he hath fully fatisfied 


for our Sins; there is then © zo more weed of any Offer- 


E ing for Sin : If .by that firſs Sacrifice he hath per- 


* Fed for ever them that are ſanTified, the Maſs cer- 


rainly muſt be altogether needleſs to make any addi- 
tion to that which 1s already perfe&. ' In a word, if 


the Sactifices' of the Law were therefore, repeated, as 


this Epiſtle tells'us, becauſe they. were 7#yperfe#'; and 


had they, been otherwiſe, they ſhould have ceafed to 
have been offered. What can we conclude, but the 


Church of Roxee then, in every Maſs ſhe offers, does 


violence to the Croſs of Chriſt 3 and in tmore than one 


Laſtly, | 


*% 


Refleftions on the foregoing DoFrine. 
Laſtly 3 The Council of Trent declares, that be- 
cauſe there is a new and proper Sacrifice to be offered, 
it was neceſſary that our Saviour Chriſt ſhould inſti- 
tute a new and proper Priei#hood to offer it. And fo 


they ſay he did, after the Order of Melchiſedeck,, in # 7: 3- 


oppoſition to that after the Order of Aaron under the 
Law. Now noma nothing can be more contrary 
to this Epiſtle than luch an Afſſertion : Both whoſe 
deſcription of this Prieſthood ſhews it can agree only” 
to our Bleſſed Lord 3 and which indeed in expreſs 


terms declares it to be peculiar to him. It calls it a pig y. 27; 


unchangeable Prieithood, that paſles not to any other, 
as that of Aaroz did from Father to Son, but conti- 
nues in him only, becauſe that he alſo himſelf conti- 
nues for evermore. 


ARTICLE 2X. 
Refle&ions on the foregoing Dofrine. 


7 Yr here then let us conjure our Brethren of 
the Church of Rome ſeriouſly to conſider theſe 
things 3 and into what deſperate Conſequences that 
great . Error of the Corporeal Preſence has inſeaſibly 

led them. | 
Can any thing be more raſh or more uncharitable, 
even the Literal Interpretation of this Holy Eucha- 
riſt being allow'd, than their Canon of Tranſubitantia- 
tion £: To cut off from their Communion the greateſt 
and moſt Orthodox part of the Chriſtian Church, 
only for a Nicety 3 a manner of Preſence, which nei- 
ther has the Scripture any. where revealed, and which 
they themſelves never underſtood, : 
$ 


Refleftions on the foregoing Dottrme. 

Is it poflible for Men to fall into a groſſer or more 
dangerous Error, than to ſet up a Wafer for their 
God, and pay a divine Worſhip to a mo0rſel of Bread 2 
Shall their good Intentions ſecure them ? Had not 
the _—_ a good Intention to © ho!d a*Feaſt unto 
the Lord, when they worſhipped the Molten Calf? 
Were they therefore not [dolaters tor it ? Had this 
been a ſufficient Excuſe, Nadab and Abihn had not 
been puniſhed : Their Intention was certainly good, 
to burr Incenſe to the Lord, The Jews had a good in- 
tention even in crucifying the Lord of Glory : St. Paul 
thought it | Zeal to perſecute his Diſciples.- Our 
Bleſſed: Saviour has foretold, and, we live to fee it 
accompliſhed, that: the tirhe ſhould come when Men 
ſhould kil/ their Brethren, aud think they did God 
good ſervice, The Church of Rome may do well to 
conſider whether their good Intention will juſtifie 
them that do it'; and whether bothi'in this, and that, 


they do not run a deſperate hazard, if it appear that 
they have no other Plea than a well-meant miſtake to 
excuſe them, 

For our parts, we muſt needs profes that theſe 
Things give us' not only a- Scandal; but a Horrox for 
their Religion. Monſieur -de Meaux had: certainly 
reaſon to fay, that this is-rhe gu and avoi? impor- 

w 


tant of all our Controverſies, and wherein we are at 
the fartheſt diftance'from one: another. And would 
to'God they./had only offended us'by theſe Errors ; 
and -had-not expoſed 'our common Name to the re- 
prone of the very Heathen 3 who have been :con- 
firmed by them in their 7dolatry, -and thought it more 
rational.to adore-a Stock or a Stone, than with the 
Chriſtans to. Worſhip 'this moment; what they 'Eat 
the very next. » 
But 


Reflettions on the foregoing Doftrme. 

But Monſieur de Meaxx thinks we have no reaſon 
to appear fo obſtinate againſt them, who declare our 
ſelves ſo favourably towards the Latherans, who yet 
are involved in the ſame Error. 'Tis true we believe 
the Lutherans miſtaken in their Literal interpretation 
of this Holy Sacrament. But we are perſwaded 
they are infinitely leſs ſo, and leſs dangerouſly than 
the Papiſts. 

They confeſs that there is no change made in the 
Subſtance of the Sacred Elements. They believe that 
the Bread and Wine continue in their proper Natures, 
and that Chriſt's Body is preſent only when he is recei- 
ved. They adore not the Holy Euchariſt : They one 
0 Pripitiatory Sacrifices upon it : They ſay no Maſſes 
for the "ar and ſatisfaFions, for the wants and neceſſi- 
ties of the Dead and the Living : They deny not the Cup 
to the People ; Their Error in one word, whatſoever 
it be, is only, a matter of ſimple belief; has ao ill con- 
ſequences attending it, nor do they damn us for not 
receiving It. _ 

Let the Church of Roxe do all this : Let them raze 
their Anathema's out of their Councils, and baniſh 
their Maſſes and Adorations out of their Churches 3 
Let them.no longer {candalize us with any unwarran- 
table praftices, nor defire to enſlave our Conſciences 
by ſubmitting them to their own inventions ; and 
though we ſhall fill think Tranſobſtertiation to be 
the;greater Error, yet will we receive them with the 
ſame charity we do the Latherans: We will pray to 
God:to give them a better underſtanding, but will 


not drive them from our Communion, for matters of 
ſimple belief, and which are only-'to themſelves, tho 
they be wrong. 


But 


Refleftions on the foregoing Doftrine. 


But till then, in vain do's Monſieur de Meaux ex- 
hort us to'conſider the ways of providence to bring 
us toa Union, which God knows we could be glad 
to have on any terms but the loſs of Truth.” In the 
mean time if the Church of Rome in good earneſt 
. thinks, that as we tolerate the foundation of all theſe 
Errors, the Corporeal preſence, in the Lutherans, 10 we 
' ought to bear the conſequences of it in them : Let 

them at leaſt do what the Lutherans have done); let 
them embrace our Communion; let them leave off 
to perſecute us where they have power, and to damn 
us where the have not 3 let them receive us as Bre- 
thren, not lord it over us as our Maſters. This-will | 
make us hope that they are ſincere when they conjure 
us to be at peace with themz and they may juſtly then 
_ accuſe us of partiality, if we continue to repute them 
as Enemies, when they will be thus content to love, 
and receive, 'and deal with us as Friends. 


At. 


ARTICLE - XXIb».' 


of Communicating only under one kind * 


His is the laſt of thoſe Conſequences that' give us 

a juſt: deteſtation for that great' Error - of the 
Corporeal preſence on which they are- founded.” It is fo 
plainly contrary to the expreſs Command. of our Blel. 
ſed Saviour, that we are perſwaded it has pleaſed 
God to ſutter them to fall inio it, on purpoſe to cor- 
re& that vanity. whereby they have ſo-proudly aſp 
red to an Opinion of I»fa/ibi/itz : That whilſt they 
lord it over Mens Conlcicaces, and will not ſo much 
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\. . Of Communion under One kind. 
as give them leave to ask them a Reaſon of what they 
do, they might here at laſt be ſurpriſed in an Error 
which the moſt vulgar Eye 1s able to diſcern, 

The Chnrch of England, conformable to all Antiqui- 
ty, declares, * That the Cup ought z3t to be deny'd tothe 
&« Lay-people ; foraſmuch as both parts of the Lord's Sa- 
©« crament by Chriſt's Ordinance and Commandment, 
« ought to be miniitred to all Chriſtian Mer alike. 

For indeed, Did not he who ſaid of the Bread, 
& Take, Eat, this is my Body, ſay allo of the Wine, with 
the ſame expreſineſs, © Drink ze all of this, for this is 
« 223 Blood of the New Teſtament which is ſhed for you 
&« for thelremiſſuon of Sins ? 

Did not he who commanded them, © Do this in re- 
membrance of Me, for the Bread, even according to 
their own Conſtruction, Take and - Conlecrate, and 

ive to Others, asI havedone to you; command them 
for the Cnp in like manner, '* Do this, 3.e, conſecrate, 
and-giveit to Others, as I have-done to you, in re- 
membrance of Me ? 

We contelſs, That the Grace of God is not tied to the 
outward Signs : Yet we think withal, that without 
taking the outward and viſible Signs, we can have no 
pretence to the inward and ſpiritval Grace of that 
Holy Sacrament ; which deriving all its Effect from 
our Saviour's Promiſe, we can have no ſecurity that 
it ſhall have any good one to them, who do not re- 
ceive it according to his [a/titution. 

Had Chriſt eſtcemed it ſufficient for us to receive 
the Blood in the Body, we ſuppoſe he woult not have 
conſecrated the Cup afterwards. But it it was our Savi- 
our's pleaſure, that to commemorate the more lively 
his Paſſion, we ſhould take his Blood as it was [pilt for 
our Redemption, ſeyarate from his Bodyz we think 
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See our zoth, 
Article. 


Of Communicating under one kind. 


it an unwarrantable preſumption for us to make our 
ſelves wiſer than God, and ſay, that it is fufficient to 
participate of Both in One. 

Monſieur de Mearnx has received fo full an Anſwer 
upon this point, from the Reply made to his Treatiſe 
written purpoſely on this —_— that he will have 
no cauſe to complain of us for not repeating here, 
what has been ſo fully and ſo ſucceſsfully handled 
there. 

Oaly as to that Jag 01 of theſe latter Ages, 
which he is pleaſed to alledge as the reaſon of this 
change 3 We muſt needs ſay, that God be thanked, 
we cannot obſerve any ſuch Negligence of this holy 
Communion in our Churches, where yet this holy Sa- 
crament is adminiſtred to as large Congregations, and 
with as great frequency as any where among Them. 
Both our Prieſts and the People, give and receive it 
with that Care and Revcrence, that we find as little 


grounds for any ſuch pretence, as there is reaſon in it, 
were it never ſo true, to juſtifie ſo great and unwar- 
rantable a Change. 


PART UW 


OF THE 


CHURCH. 


AR FICLE XXIlL 
Of the Word Written and Unwritten. 


UR Bleſſed Saviour having founded his 

Church upon the Word which He preach- 

ed, we confeſs, that the unwritten Word, 

as to that Goſpel which he preached, was 

the firit Rule of Chriſtians, But God Almighty fore- 
ſeeing how liable ſuch a Rule muſt have been to infi- 
nite Inconveniencies, thought fit to have that Word 
which was firſt ſpoken by Moxth, afterwards conſign- 
ed to Writing, By which means the Word writtere 
and unwritten were not Two diflerent Ryles, but as 
to all neceſſary Matters of Faith, one and the fame - 
And the #»written Word o far from loſing its Autho- 
rity, that it was indeed the more firmly Eſtabliſh'd, 
by being thus dehvered to us by the Holy Apoſtles 


and Evangelilts. ; 
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' The Authority of the Church. 


 Wereceive with the ſame Veneration whatſoever 
comes from the Apoſtles, whether by Scripture or 
Tradition, provided that we can be aſſured that it 
comes from them, And if it can be made appear, 
that any Tradition which the Written Word con- 
tains not, has been received by  A// Churches, and in 
Al] Ages, we are ready toembrace it, as coming from 
the Apoſtles. 

| Monſieur de Meaux therefore ought not to charge 
us as Enemies to Tradition, or obſtinate not to receive 
what 1s ſo delivered. Our Church rejedts not Trads- 
tion, but only thoſe things which they pretend to have 
received by it : But which we ſuppoſe to be fo far 
from being the Dodrine of. the Apoſtles, or of AZ 
Churches in Al Ages, that we are perſwaded they are 
many of themdirealy contrary 'to the Writtex Word, 
which 1s by Themſelves confeſſed to be the Apoſtles 
Doctrine, and which the beſt and pureſt. Ages of the 
Church adhered to. 


ARTICLE XXIV. 
Of the Churches Authority. 


| HE Churchz 2. e. The Univerſal Church in Al 

Ages, having been Eſtabliſh'd by God, the 
Guardian of the Holy Scriptures, and of Tradition, 
we receive from her the Canonical Books of Scripture. 
It is upon this Authority, that we receive principally 


the Song of Solomon as Canonical, and reje& other 


Books as Apochryphal, which we might perhaps with 
as much readineſs otherwiſe receive. By this Autho- 
rity ' 


The Authority of the Church. 
rity we reverence theſe Books, ever be/ore by our own 
reading * of them, we perceive the Spirit of God in 
them ; And when by our reading them, we find all 


t It 
ear, things conformable to ſo excellent a Spirit, we are 
2ON- yet more confirmed in the belief and reverence we 
d in before had of them. 
rom This Authority therefore we freely allow the 
Church, that by her hands in the ſucceſſion of the 
Irge ſeveral Ages, we have received the Holv Scriptures. 
eve And if as univerſal and uncontroverted a [radition had 
adi. deſcended for the Interpretation of the Scriptures, as 
2ave for the receiving of them, we (hould have been as 
far ready to accept of that too. Such a declaration of 


All the ſenſe of Holy Scripture as had been received by 
are all Churches, and in all Ages, the Church of England 
would never refuſe : But then as we profeſs not to re- 
tles ceive the Scriptures themſelves only, or perhaps princi- 
the pally upon the Authority of the Roman Church, which 

has in all Ages made up but @ part, and that not al- 

ways the greateſt neither, of this Tradition ; ſo nei- 
——_ ther can we think it reaſonable to receive the ſenſe of 
them only from her, though ſhe profeſs never ſo 
much, to invent nothing of her ſelf, but only to de- 
clare the Divine Revelation made ro her by the Holy 
Ghoſt, which ihe ſuppoſes has been given to her for 
her direction : Whilſt we are perſwaded, that nei- 
ther has any Promiſe at all been made to any particular 
Church of {uch an infallible direction 3 and have ſuch 
good caule to believe that this particular Church too 


on 
hs often, inſtead of the Divine Revelation, declares on- 
lly ly her own Inventions. 

her When the diſpute aroſe about the Ceremonies of 
ith the Law, Ads 15. the Apoſtles aflembled at Jeruſalers 


for the determination of it. When any Doubts — 
rilc 


Food 


The Authority of the Church. 


riſe intheChurch now, we always eſteem it the beft 


Ads 15. 28. 


As 16. 4. 


Method to decide them after the ſame manner. That 
the Church has Authority, not only in Matters of Or. 
der and Diſcipline, but even of Faith too, we never 
deny'd : But that therefore any Church ſo aſſembled, 
can with the ſame Authority ſay now, as the Apoſtles 
did then, © 1t has ſeexred good to the Holy Ghoit, and to 
« Us ; This we think not only an unwarrantable pre- 
ſumption, for which there is not any ſufficient ground 
in Holy Scripture, but evidently in it ſelf untrue, 
ſceing that many ſuch Councils are by the Papilts 
themſelves confelled to have erred. 

Hence it is that we cannot ſuppoſe it reaſonable to 
forbid Men the Examination of the Churches Deciſions, 
which way err, when the Holy Apoitles, nay our Savi- 
our Chriit himſcif, not only permitted, but exhorted 
their Diſciples to ſearch the Truth of their Doftrine, 
which was certainly Infal/ible, Yet if the determinati- 
on be matter of Order or Government, as zot to eat of 
things offered to Idols, &c. or of plain and undoubted 
Precepts, as * to abſtain from Fornication, and the 
likez Here we fail not, after che Example of Pawland 
Szlas, to declare to the Faithful what her Decifion has 
been z and inſtead of permitting them to judg of what 
has been ſo reſolved, teach them throughout all places 
© to keep the Ordinances of the Apoitles. 

Thus is it that we acquieſcc in the judgment of the 
Church; and profefling in our Creed a Holy Catholick 
Church, we profeſs to believe, not only that there was 
a Church planced by our Saviour at the beginning, that 
has hitherto been preſerved by him, and ever ſhall be 
to the end of the World ; but do by conſequence un- 
doubtedly believe too, that this Univerſal Church is ſo 
ſecured by the Promiſes of Chriſt, that there ſhall al- 
ways 


of 


The Authority of the Church. 


ways be retain'd ſo much Truth in it, the want of 
which would argue that there could be no ſuch 
Church, We do not fear that ever the Catholick 
Church ſhould fall into this intire Infidelity : But that 
any particular Church, ſuch as that of Rowe, may not 
cither by Error loſe, or by other means prevaricate 
the Faith, even in the meceſ/ary Points of it 5 this we 
ſuppoſe not to be at all contrary to the Promiſe of 
God Almighty, and we wiſh we had not too great 
cauſe to fear, that the Church of Rowe has in effect 
done both. 

It is not therefore of the Catholick Church, tru- 
ly ſuch, that we either fear this i»fidelity, or com- 
plain that ſhe hath endeavoured to render her ſelf 
Miitreſs of our Faith, But for that particular Com- 
munion, to which Monſieur de Meavx is pleaſed to 

ive the Name, tho ſhe profeſſes never ſo much to 

[bait her ſelf to the Holy Scripture, and to follow 
the Tradition of the Fathers in al Ages; yet whilſt 
ſhe uſurps the abſolute Interpretation, both of 
Scripture and Fathers, and forbids us to examine 
whether ſhe does it rightly or no, we muſt needs 
complain that her Proteſtations are invalid, whilſt 
her Actions ſpeak the contrary : For that, if this be 
not td render her ſelf Mzi#reſs of our Faith, we can- 
not conceive what is. 

In a word, tho we ſuppoſe the Scriptures are ſo 
clearly written, that it can very hardly happen, that 
in the zeceſſary Articles of Faith any one Man ſhould 
be found oppoſite to the whole Church in his Opinion: 
Yet if ſuch a one were evidently convinced that his 
Belief was founded upon the undoubted Authority 
of God's Holy Word, ſo far would it be from any 
Horror to ſupport it, that it is at this day the _—_ 

gory 
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glory of St. Arhanaſizs, that he ſtood up alone againſt 


tbe whole World, in detence of Chriit's Divmity, when 
the Pope, the Councils, the whole Church fell away. 
Conclude we therefore, that God, who has-made 
us, and knows what is beſt and moſt proper for us, as 
he has ſubje&ed us to the Government and DireQion 
of his Church for our Peace and Welfare x fo to ſecure 
our Faith, he has given ns his Holy Word, to be the 
laſt rejort, the final, infallible Rule, by which both 
we and the Church it felf mult be direQted : And 
from this thereforeif any one ſhall endeavour to turn 
us aſide, or preach any other Goſpel unto us than 
what we have therein received, tho he were an Apo- 


ſile from the Grave, or even an Angel from Heiven, 


Ict him be Anathera, 


ARTICLE ' XXV. 


The Opinion of the Church of England, as to the 
Authority of the Church. 


OR the two laſt Articles of Monſieur de Meanx's 
Expoſition, I might very well have -paſd them 

by. The Church of Ezgland, whote Dodrine I pre- 
tend to explain, 1s but very littue concerned m them. 
Therefore only in a word, T'+: we allow the 
Church a juſt Authority in Matters of Faith, both 
the Declaration of our xxth- Article, and the Sub- 
{cription we make to the whole xxxix ſhew : Such 
a difference we allow to her Deciſions, that we make 
them our direQions what DuGrine we may, or may 
not 


o "” "Om 
y as 


Of the Authority of the Pope, 8&c. 
not, publickly maintain and teach in her Communi- 
on : In effe&t, we ſhew whatever Submiſſion we can 
to her Authority, without violating that of God,*de- 
clared to us in his Holy Scriptures. 

Whatſoever deference we allow to a National 
Church or Council, the ſame we think in a much 
greater degree due toa Genera/, And whenſoever 
ſuch a one, which we much defire, ſhall be freely 
and lawfully aſſembled, to determine the Differences 
of . the Catholick, Church, none ſhall be more ready 
both to aſliſt in it, and ſubmit to it. 


$ * 
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ARTICLE XXVL 
Of the Authority of the Holy See, and of Epiſcopacy. 


OR the Pope's Authority, tho we ſuppoſe no 
good Conſequence can bs drawn from that 
Primacy. we are content toallow St. Peter among the 
Apoitles, for that exorbitant Power which has of late 
been pretended to : Yet when other Differences ſhall 
be agreed, and the true Bounds ſet to his Pretences, 
we ſhall be content to yield him whatſoever © 4utho- 
« rity the Ancient Councils of the Primitive Church have 
* acknowledged, and the Holy Fathers have always 
" ©taught the Faithful to give him. 

This  Manfieur de Meanx ought to be contented 
with 3 who himſelf abſolves us from yielding to thoſe 
pretences, that have indeed very jultly rendred this 
Authority, not only odious, but intolerable to the 
World. 

Let thoſe who are Ezemies to Epiſcopascy, and who 
deny any due reſpe to the Chair of St. Peter, anſwer 

Q 


for 


De wnitate Ec- 
slefia, Cc. 6. 
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ſite to acknowledg the other, 


for themſelves. The Church of England has both re- 
tain*d the one, and will be ready aceoroing 
we have before declared, when ever it 


to What 
be requi- 


Qu 


UCH is the Dod@rine of 


ARTICLE XXVIL 
The Cloſe. 


the Church of Eng 
in thoſe points which Monſieur de Meanx 


. 


land 
has 


thought fit to propoſe, as the-principal matters in de- 


bate 


 piſt to ſay, what he can find in All 
that bitter and unchriſtian hatred the 
ved againſt us. Tocut us off, asm 


twixt us. May it pl 


the unprejudiced Pa- 

thets to warrant 
have concei- 
as in them lies, 


from the Communion of Chriſt's Church on Earth, 
and to deny us alt part of his Promiſes in Heaven. 
We firmly believe the Holy Scriptures, and whatſoe- 
ver they teach or command, we receive and ſubmit to, 
as to the Word of God, We embrace all the ancient 
Creeds, and in them all that Faith which the Primitive 
Chriſtians ſuppoſed, and which the Religious Empe- 
rors, by their Advice, decreed ſhould be ſufficient to 
intitle us to the common name of Catholicks. | 
What new Doratii#s, Gentlemen, are you, to pre-. 


 ſumeto exclude us from this Charatter ? And may we 


not jaſtly demand of you, what St. AzgufFine once did 
of them on the ſame occaſion ; © Tor ſay that Chriſf is 


« Fleir of no_ Lands, but where Donatis is C 


wt 4 


«Read this to ws out of the Law and the Prophets, out 
* of the Pſalms, out of the Goſpel, out of the Sacred E- 


* p;ſtles Read it to, ahd we will believe, 


We 


The Cloſe. 

We-accept the Tradition of Primitive Antiquity 
truly ſuch,” with a Veneration we dare confidently ſay 
. greater than your ſelves. We have ſhew'd, that the * 
very grounds of our difference is, that you require,us 
to believe and pradiſe ſuch things as the Holy Scripire 
forbids ns, and the Primitive Church never knew. 

You command us to worſhip Images © Is it not evi- See Article 4 
dent, that both the Law and the Goſpel have forbid 
it? and isit not confe(sd, that both the Apoſtles and 
their Succeſſors abhorred the very name ? 

You command us #o communicate only under one Article 21. 
kind : That is in our Opinion, nay, it is in yours too, 
to contradidt the IniFitutiox of our Bleſſed Saviour, 
and the practice of the very Rowen Church for gbove 
a thouſand Years, and of all other Chriftians to this 
very day. 

You command us fo pray to Saints and Angels : Does Article 3» 
not St. Pawl fotbid it ? Did not the boly Angel twice £9 2-v- 18: 
refuſe it from St. Fohr # And many Centuries paſs 7; ,. 
without one probable Inſtance of any that did it ? 

You-command us under pain of your Anathema to Article rg. 
believe TranſubiFantiation : "Do you your ſelves under- 
ſtand what you mean by it? I it any where writtet!? 

Was it ever mention'd for above a thoufand Years? 

You bid us Adore the Holy Sacrament : Has ChriſtArticle 19. 
preſcribed it? ' Have his holy Apoſtles written it? 
Did not here alfo above a thotſand Years paſs before 
any one attempted ie? 

You require ns to believe the bleſſed Euchariſt zo be 
4 tre and real Propitietory Sacrifice for the Sins and ſa- 
tirfatFions both of the Dead and of the Living, Have 
ye any probable proof of it? Are ye yet, or ever 
like to be agreed among your ſelves about it ? Do not 
your own Principles evidently ſhew the contrary ? 

0 Q 2 Men 


Article 23. 


Article 3» 
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Men and Brethren : Confider, we conjure you 
theſe things: And if you pleaſe, conſider us too, 
what we are, and what our Manners and Converſa- 
tion among you has been: Believe us, at leaſt, that we 
ha no other End.but Truth in theſe Enquiries : No 
other Intereſt but to fave our Souls, and go the ſureſt 
and direQteſt way to Heaven. 

The Proofs we offer, they are not vain Conjecures ; 
they are clear, we think, convincing Arguments, 
And thothe deſign of this little Treatiſe has been ra- 
ther to ſhew you what our Doctrine1s, than to give a 
juſt account of thoſe Reaſons that detain us if it: Yet 
perhaps even in this there may be ſomewhat to ſhew, 
that we do not altogether build in the Air ; but de- 
ſerve*certainly to-have our Articles and our Canons, 
both .better underſtood, and better anſwer'd, if it 
may*be, than they have ever hitherto been. 

For to reſume yet once more ſome few of our dif- 
ferences. 1 | | 

You think you ought to Invocate the Bleſſed Virgin 
and the Holy Saints. Now not to repeat what we have 
before {aid of the Unlawfulneſs of.it, This we ſuppoſe 
to be firſt zeedleſs, becauſe we know. we have a more 
excellentand powerful Mediator, that has commanded 
us to come to him 3 and next Oncertaiz,. becauſe yo 
are not able to tell us how, nay, not to ſecure us that 
by whatever way it be,-our Prayers do always and cer- 
tainly come uptothem. If we are miſtaken, ar leaſt we 
runno hazard in it : We addreſs our ſclves continual- 
ly tothe Throne of Grace, where we are ſecure that we 
ſhall be both heard and anſyer'd. But now ſhould you 
err, con[ider we beleech you how many Prayers you e- 


- very day loſe, and what a diſhonour you put upon your 


divine Mediator. And if you pleaſe, conſider too how 
' unjult 


The Cloſe. 8 

unjuſt you are to damit us for not joyning with you 
in a praQice, that has /o great danger, ſo little afſu- 
rance, and not any advantage. 

You ſuppoſe we ought to fall down before your Ina. Article 4: 
ges. Not to dothis is to be ſure no-Sin, you dare not © 
ſay itis. To doit may be. and you can never ſecure 
us it 1s.not, abominable Idolatry, odious to God, and 
contrary to that holy Faith into which we have been * 
—_—_ 8 Fo Es 

You damn us for doubting of the number of your /*- ...- 
ven Sacraments, Has God — it to a £- P 2. as 
the Holy Scriptures defined it? Or even Tradition its 
ſelf delivered it to you. If it be true 5 Can you yer 
eſcape the charge of ra{hneſs and uncharitablene, to 
damn whole Churches for ſo needleſs a matter? ſhould 
it be falſe, how will you eſcape. that Azathema your 
ſelves 3 you have then ſo falſely as well as uncharitably 
denounced againſt us ? | 

You require us to believe that Children dying unbap article ic. 
tized, are excluded the Grace of Chriſt for ever. To 
what purpoſe this? For' what benefit > Were -it as e- 
vident as it 15 "indeed uncertain, and we are perſwa- 
ded fate ; our modeſty is fate in deciding nothing; the 
Error of ſach among us as believe it not is charitable x 
founded upon the ſure Mercies and Goudneſs of God, 
who never inflits any Puniſhment where there is no 
fault; and in a word, has not any the leaſt ill conſe- 
quence upon it. Wetakeas great care to baptize our 
Infants, as you can do who moſt believe it. - But now, 
if your Opinion ſhould be falſe ; What anſwer will 
you ever beable to make to God, for peremptorily de- 
fining what was ſo wncertain and uncharitable £ and for 
damning us,., only becauſe we dare not venture to cut 
off thoſe from Chriſt for whom he died, and whom 
we hope he will in Mercy receive to him ? 

; Laſtly, 
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Article 23, 


pronounce an Azathema--againſt us, becauſe we will 


. zard we run ts not. verygreat: if Fe ſhould nor ' be: 
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.Laſtly,. You deny us: the: entire Communion you 


not confeſs that one part alone is ſufficient. Is it -not 
certain that if we err,. we have yet both Chriſt's In- 
ſticution, and the Practice and Qpinion of many Ages 
to abſolve us 2. But have. you any thing to excuſe you, 
af you are. miſtaken? To take it as we do, you con- 
fels canhave ng danger are you ſure that-to deny it 
as you do, may not be a Sacriledge ? 

And what ſhall -I ſay more? For the time would. 
fail me .to- ſpeak of every. one of: thoſe” other Point; 
Monſieur de Meanx; mentions; much more to add wa 
219. athers, and-of no-lefs; conſequence; which he has 
thought fit to pals by... In-all which we. have ar leaſt 
this; undeniable advantage over you 3 'that befides the 
cleareſt Arguments that-we are inithe- right, the ha- 


Whereas for you, neither is there'any tolerable proof 
of the contrary Errors, and an infinite danger ſhould 
you chanceto be miſtakeri. + + 
- Theſe things, a8-beth- the Charafter of the: Book 
xe have now-examined,. andthe Sryle of - many other 
your latter-moſt conſiderable. Authors, give: us cauſe 
to hope, begin to be no longer depen from your 
Eyes ſo ſball we..never ceaſe in all our Prayers'to 
wake mentian of. you, that you may be perfedly en- MI 
ligened: to diſcern, and«impaztially difpoſed;: to: re- ll 
egiveand embrace the Truth. 744 10 
In;themean time, whilſt both you'and we mutua!. 
ly addreſs our felvesto' the Eternal. Truth for his affi- 
ſtance, whilſt, as we;ought, we implore.his Mercy, that 
he would.give'us a right underſtanding in all things ; 
remembring this that we are all but-Men, and that 1t is 
not therefore impoſible for either 'of us to'ery :' That 
it may be ſtrength of Paftion, or prejudice of Educa- 


tion, 
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tion, or even vehemency of Aﬀe&tion, more than the 
light of Reaſon, has hitherto kept usin a too fond -par- 
_ tiality for our own Opinions :Let us at leaſt, we beſeech 
you, agree in that mutual Charity which alone can ſe- 
cure us amidſt all our Errors z which will both beſt 
dijo God's Mercy to ſhew us what is right, and will 
beſt-incline our Minds to that fincerity which we all 
pretend to, and [ hope all really have to embrace it. 

If we cannot yet agree in all the Points of our Reli- 
gion, let us confider,that neither are the deareſt Friends 
entirely of the ſame opinion in every thing.Let us wait 
God's Pleafure'; if it be 
unto, Nevertheleſs, whereunto we have already attain'd 
let as walk, by the ſame Rate, let 4s mind the ſame thing. 

We believe in the ſame God ; we rely on the ſame 
Redeemer 5 we embrace the ſame Creeds; we attend 
the lame hopes of an Everlaſting Salvation : And in all 
theſe, amid{t all our other differences; - have at leaſt an 
entire-agreement in what is »woiF neceſſary, and ſhall 
we hope to the honeſt and. ſincere among us, be /»ffi- 
cient for our Eternal Security. 

Let theſe things engage us to have the ſame love 
too : to be more ſ{parigg in our Arathema's, and more 
zealous in.our Prayers tor one another ; to ſeek and to 
maintairi the Truth, but to-do it ſo as not to violate our 
Charity. In a word, whether we write, or ſpeak, to- 
do both ag Mex whoin a little time expe& to be brought 
F before a Divine Tribunal, where we muſt render a ſe> 
tal. WH vEr< account for all theſe chings 3 and- one word. ſpo- 

aff. Wl k<n with this excellent Spirit,;ro cloſe thoſe Diviſions 
char Ml fat fo long have ſeparated vs, ſhall be preferred to 
: ten thouſand Volumes of endleſs and uncharitable. 
titis (I Controverſies, that ſerve only to widen our Breaches, 
That {MW and heighten our Animoſities. 
FINTIS. 


his will to revea/ ever this alſo Phil.z. 15,16. 
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